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n being already RT find 
a many and good Books, 
| prove the Being and Attribu tor * 
God; Thawechoſen to contract , what 
was requiſite for me to ſay upon 
this Subject, into 4s narrow a Com- 
paſs ; and to expreſs what I had to 
offer, in as few Words as I could. 
with Perſpicuity. For which Reaſon 1 
axe alſo confined my ſelf to One only 
Method or contimiecl Thread of A gu- 
ing, which I have endeavoured fbould . 
be as near to Math:matical as the Na- 
ture of ſuch a Diſcourſe would allow: 
Owitting ſome other Arguments, which 
[ could not Aiſcern to be ſo evidently 
6h 1 con- 
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be at any time for the real Adwan- 

tage of Truth, to uſe Arguments 
in its behalf, founded. only on ſuch 2 
Hypotheſes, as the head, aries ap- 
prehend they cannot be compelle ed to 
grant. Tet I have not made it my buſi- : 
eſs, to oppoſe any of thoſe Arguments; I F 
becauſe I think it is not the beſt way 
for a Man to recommend his own Fer. 1 
formance by endeavonring to Aiſcover 

the I mperfections of Others ,who are 1n- 
gaged in the ſame Deſign with him- i 
ſelf, of promoting the Intereſt of true 
Religion and Virtue. But every 
Man onght to uſe ſuch Arguments i 

0 only, as appear to Him to be cw 

A4 and flrong, and the Readers must 
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F ollowers. | 


LL thoſe who either The . 
are or pretend to be frodudi- 
A theiſts ; who either 

diabelicve the Being of 

God, or would be chought to do 

lo; or, which is all one, who 

deny the Principal Attributes of 

the Divine Nature, and * 
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God to be an Unintelligent Be- 
ng, which acts merely by Neceſſi- 
that is, which, in any tole- 
ble Propricty of Speech, acts not 
at all, but is only acted upon: 80 C 
Men that are Atheiſts, I fay, in 
this Senſe, muſt be ſo upon one 
or er of theſe three Ac- 
n 
Atheiſm Either, Fi irſt, 4255 5 ex- 
ariſes tremely ignorant and ſtupid, they 
fd os have never duly-. confidered any 
race thing, nor made any ' juſt uſe of 
their natural Reaſon, to diſcover 
even the plaineſt and moſt obvious 
Truths; but have ſpent their time 
in a manner of Life very little 
Superiour to that of Beaſts. 
Or from Or, Secondly, becauſe being\to- 
groſs tally ebenchi and corrupted i in 
3 7 their Practiſe, they have, by a vici- 
Mayners: ous and degenerate Life. , corrupted 
the Principles of their Nature, and 
| defaced the Reaſon of their own 


—_—_ , 


theſe great Truths. 
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Minds; and inſtead of fairly and 
impartially enquiring into the Rules 

and Obligations of Nature, and 
the Reaſon and Fitneſs of Things, : 


have accuſtomed themſelves only 


ro mock. and ſcoff at Religion; 
and being under the Power of E- _ 
vil Habits, and the Slavery of Un- 
reaſon and Indulged Luſts, are 
reſolved not to hearken to any 
Reaſoning which would oblige 
them to on their beloved Vi- 


ce. 


"Oe; 2 . in * way 


0 Speculative Reaſoning, and up- 
on the Principles of Philoſophy, 


the Arguments uſed againſt the 


Being or Attributes of God, ſeem 
to them, after the ſtricteſt and 


fulleſt Inquiry, to be more ſtrong 
and concluſive, than thoſe by 
which we een to prove 
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i. A Despite, fi the 


Theſe ſeem the only Cauſes 

| that can be imagined, of any Man's 
disbelieving the Being or Attributes 
of God; and no Man can be ſnpposd 
tobean Atheiſt, but upon one or o- 
ther of theſe thies Accounts. Now 
to the two former of theſe three ſorts 
of Men; namely, to ſuch as are 
wholly ignorant and ſtupid, or to 
ſuch as through habitual Bebau- 

chery have brought themſelves to 
a Cuſtom of mocking and ſcoffing | 
at all Religion, and will not heark- 
en to any fair Reaſoning ; it isnot | 
my preſent Buſineſs to apply my 
ſelf. The One of theſe wants to 
be inſtructed in the firſt Princi- 
ples of Reaſon, as well as of Reli- 
gion: The Other disbelieves on- 
ty for a preſent falſe Intereſt, and 
becauſe he is deſirous chat the 
Thing ſhould not be true. The 
One has not yet arrived to the uſe 
of his Natural Faculties : The other 


has 
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has renounced them, and declares 
he will not be argued with, As a Ra- 
tional Creature. Tis. therefore the 
third ſort of Atheiſts only, name- 

ly thoſe who in the Way of 


Speculative Reaſoning, and upon 
the Principles of Philoſophy, pre- 


tend that the Arguments brought 


againſt the Being or Attributes 
of God, do, upon the ſtrict- 


_ eſt and fulleſt Examination, ap- 
pear to them to be more ſtrong 
and concluſive, than thoſe by 


which theſe great Truths are at- 


tempted to be proved: Theſe, 1 


ſay, are the only Atheiſtical Per- 
ſons, to whom my preſent Diſ- 


courſe can be ſuppoſed to be di- 


rected, or indeed who are ca- 


pable of being reaſoned with at 


all. 


Now before I enter upon the 
main Argument, I ſhall premiſe 


ſeveral Conceſſions, which thele 
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a -abl;. not be proved to be true, 


which any wite Man would "wiſh 
to be true, 


was a God, an Intelligent and 


govern the World. 


they can invent, by which they 
would exclude God and Provi- 


very Argument or Hyporheſi is will 
of neceſſity lead them to this Con- 
ceſſion. If they argue, that our 
Notion of God ariſes not from 
Nature and Reaſon, but from the 


that 


- 


' Men, upon their own Princi- 
PRE, * att i obliged to 


| hr Be- Maud, Firſt, l they al of ne- T 
coll icy own, that ſuppofing 1 it can- 
yet at 


leaſt tis a thing very deſi rable, and 


for the great Benefit 
and Happineſs of Men; that there 


Wile, a Juſt and Good Being, 0 
| Wuhatcver 


Hypotheſis theſe Men: can poſſi- 
bly frame; J whatever Argument” 


dence out of the World ; That 


Art and Contrivance of Politicians; 


that Argument it ſelf forces them 
to confels, that tis manifeſtly for 


the Intereſt of Humane Society, 2 


chat it ſhould be believed there is 
a God. If they ſuppoſe that the 
World was made by Chance, and 


is every Moment ſubject to be de- 


ſtroyed by Chance again; no Man 
can be ſo abſurd as to contend, that 
tis as comfortable and deſi rable to 


Being and At tributes of God. 


8 


live in ſuch an uncertain Sgt of | 


things, -and * ſo con- 
tinually liable to Ruin, 
without any Hope of 
Renovation; as in a 


World that were un 
— Dicdis dabit ipſa fi- 


der the Preſervation 
and Conduct of a Pow- 
erful, Wiſe and Good 


Gatk If they argue 


againſt the Being of 
Cod, from the Faults 


* Maria ac c Terras Cæ- 
lum; 

Una dies dabit exitio, 
multoſq; per annos 
Suſtentata ruet moles & 

machina Mundi. 


em res 
Forſitan, & graviter ter- 
rarum motibus orbis 


Omnia conquaſſari in 


par vo tempore cernes 
Lucret. Lib. 5. 


and Defects which they . they 
can find 1 in the Frame and Conſtituti- 


* 


on 


A Demon tration f the 


on ofthe iſoble and Material World; 
this Suppoſiti ition obliges them to 
acknowledge, that it would have 
been better the World had been 
made by an Intelligent and Wiſe 
Being, who might have prevented 
all Faults and Imperfections. If 
they argue againſt Providence. 8 
from the Faultineſs and Inequality 
which they think they diſcover in 
the Management of the Moral 
World; this is a plain Confeſſion, 
that tis a thing more fit and deſi- 1 
rable in it ſelf, that the World 
ſhould be governed by a ſuſt and 
Good Being, than by mere Chance 
or Unintelligent Neceſſity. Laſt- 
ly, If they ſuppoſe the World to 
be eternally and neceſfarily Self- 
Exiſtent, and conſequently that 
every thing! in it is eſtabliſhed by a 
Blind and Eternal Fatality; No 
rational Man can at the ſame time 
deny, but that Liberty and Choice, 
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Being and Attributes of God. 9 
or a Free Power of Acting, is a 
more eligible State, rhan to he de- 
termined thus in all our Actions, 
as a Stone is to move downward, 
by an abſolute and inevitable Fate. 

In a word, which way ſoever they 
turn themſelves , and whatever 
Hypotheſis they make, concern- 
ing the Original and; Frame of 
things: Nothing is ſo certain and 
undeniable, as that Man, conſider- 
ed withont the protection and 
Conduct of a Superiour Being, is 

in a far worſe Caſe, than upon 
Suppoſition of the Being and Go- 
vernment of God, and of Mens 
being under his peculiar Conduct, 
Protection and Favour. Man of 
himſelf is infinitely inſufficient for 

his own Happineſs : He is liable gebb. 
to many Exils and Miſeries, which Tillot- 
he can neither prevent nor redreſs : - an "_ 
He is full of Wants which he can- Job 28. 

no? ſupply : and compaſſed about 28. 


with 


10 
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A Demonſtration of the 
with In nfurmities which he cannot re- 


move, and obnoxions to Dangers : 


which he can never ſu fficiently pro- 
vide again ft : He 3s ſecure of nothing 


that he enjoys in this World, and 


uncertain of every thin 9 e be 
hopes for : He is apt to grieve for 


what he cannot help, and eagerly to 
deſire what he is newer likely to ob- 
tain, Kc. Under which evil Cir- 
en ee tis manifeſt there can 
be no ſufſicient Support, but in 
the Belief of a Wiſe and Good 
God, and in the Hopes which 
true Religion affords. Whether 


therefore the Being and Attributes 


of God can be demonſtrated or not; 
it muſt at leaſt be confeſſed by all 


rational and wiſe Men, to be a 


iy very Deſirable and er they | 
ould heartily V iſh to be true, that 


10 re were a God, an Intelligent and 


Wile, a Juſt and Good Being. to 


Govern the World. 
Now 


Being and. PR Wk of Cal. 11 


Noa the uſe I deſire to make of 
this Conceſſion, , 1s only this: That 

jiace the Men I am arguing with, 

are unavoidably obliged to confeſs, 

chat tis a thing very deſi rable a 

leaſt, that there ſhould: be a God: 

they muſt of neceſſi ity, upon Few 

own Principles, be very willing, 

nay, deſirous above all things, to 

be convinced that their preſent O- 

I pinion is an Errour, and ſincerely — 

hope that the contrary may be de» 

monſtrated to them to be true; 

and conſequently they are bound 

with all ſeriouſneſs, attention and 

impartiality to conſider. the weight 

of the Arguments, by which the 

Being and Attributes of God men 


be proved to them. 


Secondly, All fark 8 as 1 
am ſpeaking of, who profeſs them- 5 W. 


ſelves to be Atheiſts, not UPONexcuſuble, 

any preſent Intereſt or-Luſt, but 

purely * the principles of 
Rea- 


A Demonſtration of the 
Reaſon and Philoſophy ; are bound 


by theſe Principles to acknowledge, ä 


that all mocking and ſcoffing at 


Religion, all Jeſting and turning 
Arguments of Reaſon into Drol- | 


lery and Ridicule, is the moſt un- 
manly and unren 8 thing in 


the World: And mn. [1 
they are obliged to exclude out 


of their Number, as Irrational and 
Self. condemned Perſons, and un- 
worthy to be argued with, all 


ſuch Scoffers at Religion, who de- 

ride at a venture, without hear- 
ins Reaſon, and will not uſe the 
Means of being convinced and ſa- 


tisfied. Hearing the Reaſon of the 
Caſe with Patience and Unpreju- 
dicedneſs, is an Equity which Men 
owe to every Truth that can con- 
cern them, and which is neceſſary 
to the Diſcovery of every Kind of 
Errour : How much more 1n things 


of the utmoſt Importance | 
Thirdh, 


2 
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Being and Antributes of God. 1 3 
_ Thirdly, Since the Perſons I am Vine 
diſcourſing to, cannot but own, e good | 
that the Suppoſt ition of the Being > koh | 
of God, is in it ſelf moſt deſi rable, "RR 
and an the benefit of the World, 
that it ſhould be true; They muſt 
of Neceſſity grant further, that 
ſuppoſing the Being and Attribuces 
of God, to be Things not indeed 
Demon ani to be true, but on- 
ly Poſſible, and ſuch as cannot be 
demonſtrated to be falſe; as moſt 
certainly they cannot: And much 
more, ſuppoſing them once made 
to appear Probable, and but 
more likely to be true, than the 
contrary Opinion: Nothing Is 
more evident, even upon theſe 
Suppoſitions only, than that Men 
ought in all Reaſon to live piouſly 
ry and virtuouſly in the World ; and 
of | that Vice and Immorality are, 
gs upon all Accounts, and under 
all Hypotheſes the moſt ab- 
TM x LE 
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Ul Demon fration of of the 
furd and inexcuſabſe Things 5 in 


Nature. 

Thus much Rag bie 
which no Atheiſt who pretends to 
be a rational and Fair Inquirer 
into Things, can poſſibly 2 
granting; (and other Atheiſts, 
have before ſaid, are not 10 Rt 
diſputed with at all, as being Ene- 


mies to Reaſon, no leſs than to Re. 
ligion, and therefore abſolutely 


Self condemned:) I proceed now 
to the main Thing I at firſt propo- 
ſed to my ſelf; namely, to indea- 
vour to ſhow, to ſuch conſidering 


Perſons as I have already deſcribed Y 


that the Being and Attributes of 
God, are not only poſſible or bare- 
ly probable in themſelves, but al. 
ſo ſtrictly demonſtrable to any un- 
pre) judiced Mind from the moſt 
unconteſtable Principles of . Rea- 


ſon. 


And 


. ¾ ˙ T1 A. on as 


ſtated, fully purſued, Ad duly 


Being nigh — of Gol. 15 


And here, bee uſe the Perſons 
I am at * dealing with, muſt 
be ſuppoſed not to Believe any 
Revelation, nor acknowledge any 
Authority Which they will fubmit 
to, but only the bare force of 
Reaſoning : 1 ſhall not, at this 
time, draw any Teſtimony from 
Scripture, nor make uſe of any fort 
of Authorities, nor lay any ſtreſs 
upon any popular Arguments in 
the Matter before us; but confine *© 
my ſelf to the Rules of ſtrict 
and demonſtrative Nr 
Now many Arguments chere 
are, by which the Being and At- 
tributes of God have been under- 
taken to be Demonſtrated : And 


perhaps molt of thoſe Arguments, 
if throughly underſtood, rightly 


ſeparated from the falle or uncer- 
tain Realonings, which have fome- 
| times 


16 A Demonſiration of the 
times been intermix d with them, 
would at length appear to be ſub- 
ſtantial and concluſive. But be- 
cauſe I would endeavour, as far as 

poſſible, to avoid all manner of 
perplexity and contuſion ; there- 
fore I ſhall not at this Time uſe 
any Variety of Arguments, but 
endeavour by One clear and plain 
Series of Propofitions neceſſarily 
connected and following one from | 
another, to demonſtrate the Certain- 
ty of the Being of God, and. to ll ci 
deduce in order the Neceſſary At- ¶ ar 
tributes of his Nature, fo far as I of 
by our Finite Reaſon we are en- Ia 
abled to diſcover and apprehend | th 
them: And becauſe it is not to IM. 
my preſent purpoſe to explain or NW. 
illuſtrate things to Them that Be- Won 
lieve, but only to convince Un- 12g 
believers, and ſettle them that 
Doubt, by ſtrict and undeniable 
Reaſoning ; therefore I ſhall not 
” allege] 


7 * 85 4 x 
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Ben 
allege any thing, which however 
really true and uſeft | may yet be I 
liable to cor ien or diſpute 3 7 
but ſhall indeavour to urge ſuch 
Propoſitions only, as cannot be de- 
nied without departing from that 
Reaſon, which all Atheiſts pre- 
tend to be the Foundation of 
their Unbelief. Only it is abſo- 
lutely Neceſſary before all Things; 
that they yield to lay aſide all 
manner of Prejudices; and eſpe⸗ 
cially ſuch, as have been apt to 
ariſe from the too frequent Uſe 
of Terms of Art which have no 
Ideas belonging tothem, and from 
the common receiving certain 
to W Maxime of Philoſophy as true, 
1 or which at the bottom ſeem to be 
Be- only Propoſitions without 1. mean. 
Un- ing or RN at all: 1 


* 


not C60 C6 
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8 1 Demouſtration of the 
m- I. Firſt then, it is Abſolutely 


thing and Under aka” certain, that | 


muſt have 
Exiſted Something bas exiled from all Eter- 


ty. nity. This is ſo evident and un- 
deniable a Propoſition, that no A- 


theiſtin any i has ever preſumed | 


to aſſert the contrary ;; and there- 
fore there is little need of being 
particular in the Proof of it. For 
ſince Something Now Is; tis ma- 
nifeſt that Something always Was: 
Otherwiſe the Things that Now 
Are, muſt have riſen out of No- 
| thing, abſolutely and without 


Cane : Which is. a flat Contra- 


diction in Terms: For to lay a 
Thing is produced, and yet that 
ee 15 no Caule at all of — Pro- 
duction, is to lay that Something 
Is EffeSled when it 1s Effected by 
Nothing, that is, at the ſame time 
when it 1s os Effecied at all. 
Whatever Exiſts, has a Cauſe of 
1.5 Exiſtence, either in the Necel- 

| fr 


Brin and ae f 1 19 4 
ſity of its own Nature; and then w 
muſt have been Eternal: Or in the 
Will of ſome other Being ; and 
then that Other Being muſt, at 
leaſt in the Order of Nature 410 


A „ have Exiſted before 
It. | 


That Something n bas Of the 
really Exiſted from Eternity, is one Dif N 
of che certaineſt and moſt evident — 
Truths in the World; acknow- Eternity. 
ledged by all Men, and diſputed 
by none. Yet as to the Manner 
How it can be; there is nothing 
in Nature more difficult for the 


Mind of Man to conceive, than 


| this very firſt Plain and Selt-evi- 


dent Truth. For, How an Eter- 
nal Duration can Now! be atinally 
Paſt, 18 4 thing utterly as impoſſible 
for our narrow Underſtandings to 
comprehend, as any thing that 
is not an expreſs Contradiction ia 
Terms, can be imagined to be: 


© 2 * 


Es " : : 
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2 | Demonſtration of the- 
and yet to deny the Truth of the 


Propoſition, would be to aſſert ſomes: 
thing ſtill far more nintelligible. 
Diffcul- The uſe I would make 5 this : 
2 Obſervation, is This. That ſince 
ſung mere- 
i; from in all Queſtions concerning the 
22 Nature and Perfections of God, or 
Eternity, concerning any Thing to which 
Mot = - the Idea of Eternity or Infinity 1 18 
— joyned; tho' we can indeed De- 
equal in e certain Propoſiti tions to 
nar be true; yet it is impoſſible for 
us to comprehend or frame any 
adæquate or complete Ideas of 
the Manner How the Things ſo de- 
monſtrated can Be: Therefore ; 
when once any Propoſition is clearly T 
Demonſtrated tobe true; it ought | 
not to diſturb us, that there be. g 
perhaps perplexing Objections! on 3 
the other ſide, which for want of 8. 
adæquate Iden of the Manner of A 
the Exiſtence of the Things demon- 
Hunted, are not eaſy to be anſwered: 
Indeed, 


Be cing and Arribmer " G 


Indeed, were it poſſible 4 
ſhould” be any Prbpelit won which 
could equally be Demonſtrated: on 
both fides of hc Queſtion, or which 
could o on both ſides be tb Ated: to in- 
ply a Contracliction; This it muſt be 
conteſt ed, would alter the Caſe : 
Upon th abſurd Suppoſition, 
all Difference of True and PIC 
- alt Thinking and Reaſoning, an 
the uſe of all our Faculties, 
would be entirely at an end. But 
when to Demonſtration on the 
one fide, there arc oppoſed on the 
other, only Objections raiſed from 
our want of having adæquate 
Ideas of the Things themſelves; 
this ought not tg be eſteemed L 
Real Difficulty. 'Tis poſitively 
and clearly Punionftable that 
Something has been from Eternity: 
All the Objections therefore raiſed 
againſt the Feetnity of any thing, 
grounded merely on our want of 
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A 1 Demonſtration off the | 


Ae an adzquate Idea of Mani | 


nity ; ought to be looked upon as 


of no real Solidity. Thus in o- 0 


ther the like Inſtances: Tis Demon- 


ſtrable, for Example, that Some- 


thing mut be actually Infinite: 

All the Metaphyſical Difficulties 
therefore , which ariſe uſually 
from applying : the Meaſures and 


Relations of Things Finite to what 


is Infinite; and from ſuppoſi ing 


Finites to be Parts of Infinite, when N 


indeed they are not properly ſo, 
but only as Mathematical Points to 


Quantity, which have no Propor- 


tion at all; ; ought to be eſteemed 
vain and 5 no Force. Again, 
tis in like manner Demonſtrable, 


that Quantity is infinitely- Divi- 


fible : All the Objections therefore 


raiſed by comparing the i imaginary 


Equality or Inequality of the Number 
of the Parts of Unequal Quanti- 


ties, whole Parts have * uo 
1 Nunt- 


1 
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Being and Attributes of God. 2 
Number at all, they all having 
Parts without Number; ougght to 
be lookt upon as Wenk and altoge- 
ther Inconcluſive ; To ask — 
ther the Parts of unequal Quanti- 
ties be equal in Number or not, 
when hay have no Number at a; 
being the ſame thing as to ak 
whether two infinite Lines be e- 
qual in length or not, that is, 
whether they End together, when 
neither of them have any End at all, 


ih There has E xiſted from Eter- There 
nity Some One Unchangeable and mt have 
extjted 
Independent Being. For hnce Some- from E. 
thing muſt needs have been from w_ 
Eternity; as hath been alread yon In- 
proved, and is granted on a I= Be. 


Hands: Either there has always “s. 
Exiſted Ons Unchangeable and In. 
dependent Being, from which all 
other Beings that are or ever were 
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in the Univerſe, have received their 
5 Original; or elſe there has been 
an infinite Succeſſion of changeable 
and dependent Beings, produced 
one from another in an endleſs 
Progreſſion, without any Original 
Caule atall : Which latter, Suppo- 
ſition is ſo very abſurd, that 
tho' all Atheiſm muſtin its Account 
of moſt Things (as ſhall be ſhown | 
hereafter) terminate in it, yet J 
think very few Atheiſts ever were 
ſo weak as openly and directly to de- 
fend it. For it is plainly impoſe 
ſible and Contradictory to it felf 
[ ſhall not argue againſt it from 
the ſuppoſed Impoſſibility of Infi- 
nite Succeſſion, barely and abſolute- 
_ by conſidered in it ſelf; for a Rea- 
fon which ſhall be mentioned here- 
after: But, if we conſider ſuch 
an infinite Progreſſion, as One en- 
tire Endleſs Series of Dependent 
Beings 3 tis 5 plain this whole Se- 


Tier 


* Being n e 


ries of Beings can have no Cauſe 


from without, of its Exiſtence; 
becauſe in it are ſuppoſed to be 
included All Things that are ot 


_ were in the Fee : And 


is plain it can have no Reaſon 
* it ſelf, of its Exiſtenee; 


becauſe no One Being in this Infi- 
nite Succeſſion is ſuppoſed to be 


Self-exiſtent or Neceſſary (which 
is the only Ground or Reaſon of 
Exiſtence of any thing, that can 
be unagined within the thing it 
ſelf, as will preſently more fully 
appear, but every one Dependent 
on the foregoing: and where 0 
Part is neceſſary, tis manifeſt the 
whole cannot be neceſſary; abſo- 
lute Neceſſi ity of Exiſtence, not 
being an outward, relative, and ac- 
cidental L Determination; 0 but an in- 


ward and eſſential Property of the 


Nature of the Thing which ſo Exiſts. 
An infinite Succeſſion therefore of 
merely 


25 
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87 Dependent Beings, without 
any Seen Independent Cauſe; 

is a Series of Fri that has nei. 
ther Neceſſity nor Cauſe, nor any 


Reaſon at all of its Exiſtence, 
neither within it Jelf. nor from 
without: that is, tis an ex preſs 
Contradiction and Impoſſibility; 
tis a ſuppoſing Something to be 
cauſed, (becaule1 it's granted in every 
one of its Stages of Succeſſion not to 


be neceſſarily and from it ſelf; 505 and 


yet that in the whole it is Cad ab. 
ſolutely by Nothing: Which every 1 
Man knows is a Contradiction tobe | 
done: i Time: and becauſe Duration: | 
in this Caſe Wee no Difference, tis 


equally a Contradiction to ſu ppoſe 


it done from Eternity: And conſe- 
| quently there muſt on the contrary, of 
Neceſſity have Exiſted from Etcrnis 
ty, ſome One Immutable and Inde- 
pendent Being: Which, what it is, re- 


mains in the next 
quired. '» That 


ce to . in- 


. 
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from Eternity, without any, external; 


Bring * Arributes of "God. 2 7 


II. That Unchangeable. - 22 a. 


dependent Being, which has Exiſted 2 


ing, muſt 


be neceſ- 


Cauſe "of its . Exiſtence; 3 muſt. 
Hel frexiſtent, * hat 16 „ Nece ani a nily- Exif 
exiſting. F or whate ver, Exiſts, 


| muſt either have come. into. Being 


out of Nothing, abſolutely with- 
out Cauſe; or it muſt have been 
produced by fone External Cauſe; 

or it muſt 4 Self. Exiſtent. 1 bas 
to ariſe out of Nothing, abſolute- 
ly without any Cauſe ; has been 
already-ſhownto-he a plaincontra- 
diction. To have been produced 
by ſome External Cauſe, cannot 
poſſibly be true of every thing; 

but Somethin muſt b bave " Exiſied 
Eternally 1 lndex pendently; as 
has- hkewiſe been ſhown already. 

It remains therefore, that That Be. 
ing which has exiſted Indepe -ndent- 
ly from Eternity, muſt of "Neceli 
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mY Selt- exiſtent. Now to be 
elf-exiftent, is not, fo be Prodluced 
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55 it ſelf; tor that is an expreſs 


3 Contradiction: But! it is, (ch 


is the only Idea we can frame of 

Selflexiſtence, and without which 
the Word ſeems to have no Signt- 
fication at all: It is, I ay) 70 
Es by an "ge Neff in the 


ence of the 1 It! "ef; bea 
That is Eternal : but ir muſt he 
our es, to our Suppoſ Ito of || 
its Being: That! 9 Neceſſt. 

ty muſt not barely be confequent 
upon our Suppoſition of the Ex- 
iftence of ſuch a Being : (Fo or then 


it could not be a Neceſſi ity Ablo⸗ 


Intely fuch in it ſelf, nor conſe- 


quently the Gro” or Founda- | 


tion of the Exiſtence of any thing, 
being 


\ N 4 
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Being 855 Attributes 
being on the contrary. —_ a "Ih 
( {quent of it;) But it muſt, antece-, 
© MN 4ently force it ſelf upon us, . whe: 
k K we will or no, even when v we, 
rare indeavouring to ſuppoſe that 
b no ſuch Being Exiſts: The at- 
7 tempting which very Suppoſition, c 
becauſe it is an Impoſſible One, 
„Joes of all other ways, the moſt | 
+ I clearly evidence to us the Abſo- 


luteneſs of this N eceſſity, Ante- 
cedent to any Suppoſition whatſo- 
ever: For when we are, indeavou- — 
ring to ſuppoſe that there is no 
Being in the Univerſe that exiſts 
Neceſſarily; we always find in our 
Minds (beſides the foregoing De- 
monſtration of Something being 
Self. e xiſtent, from the Impoſſibili- 


rr 


g ty of every Things being depen- 
1 dent; We always. find in our 
Minds, I ſay, ) ſome Ideas, as of 


Infinity and Eternity : which to 
remove, that is 510 ſuppoſe. that there. 
1s 
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A Demonſtration of be 


is no Beingin the Univerſe to which 
theſe Attributes are neceſſarily | 
omen] is a Contradiction in the 

very Terms. For He that can 
ſuppoſe Eternity and Immenſity 


removed out of the Univerſe, may, 


The True 
25 
of . 


2% 


tnc. 


if he pleaſe, as eaſily remove the 
Relation of Equality between twice 
two and four. 
bs gd hence ir follows. | 
That the only true Wes 

f a 5 elf exiſtent or N. eceſſ, arily Ex- 
iſting Being, is the Idea of a Being, 


the S uppoſition of whoſe Non exiſtence 
is an expreſs Contradliction. For fince 


tis abſolutely impoſſible but that 
there muſt be Somewhat Self-exiſt- 


ent; that is, which exiſts' by the 


Neceſſity of its own Nature; tis 


plain, that That Neceſſity cannot 


be a Neceffity conſequent upon 


any foregoing Suppoſition, (be- 
cauſe Nothing can be Antecedent 


to that which is Self Exiſtent, no 


not 
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not its own Will, ſo as to be 
the Cauſe of its own Exiſtence: „ 
but it muſt be a Neceſſity * 


lately ſuch in its own Nature. 


Now a Neceſſity, not relatively 
or conſequentially, but abſolutely 


ſuch in its own Nature; is no- 


thing elſe, but a plain Impoſſibili- 


ty or Implying a Contradiction 


to ſuppoſe the contrary. For in- 


ſtance; the Relation of Equality 


between twice two and four, is an 


abſolute Neceſſity; only becauſe 


it is an immediate Contradiction 
in Terms to ſuppoſe them un- 


equal. This is the only Idea we 


can frame, of an Abſolute Neceſ. 


fity ; and to uſe the Word in 
any other Senſe, ſeems to be 


uling 1t without any Signification 
at all. W 


It any one now acks , what 


Fa of Idea the Idea of chat Being 
is, the * of whoſe Non- 
Exiſtence, 


32 


; 


1 ne * ation of * 


Ex iſtence is thus an expreſs Con: 
tradiction: I anfwer, "Tis the Firſt 


and Simpleſt Idea we can poſſibly 


frame, or rather which (unleſs 


we forbear thinking at all) we 


cannot poſſibly extirpate or remove 


out of our Minds, of a moſt Simple 


| Being, abſt olutely FAS and In finite, 


Original and Independent. For, 


that he who ſuppoles, there is no 


Original Independent Being in the 
Univerſe, ſuppoſes a Contradicti. 
on ; has been ſhown already. : 

And that he who ſuppoſes there 
may poſlibly be no Eternal and In- 
finite Being in the Univerſe, ſup- 


poſes likewiſe a Contradiction, 18 


evident from hence; (beſides chat 
theſe two Attributes do neceffari. 
ly follow from Independent Ex- 
iſtence, as ſhall be ſhown hereat- 


er:) chat when he has done his 


utmoſt, in indeavouring to ima- 


* that no ſuch Being Exiſts; he 


cannot 


be and Atribuas es * 6 1 3, 


cannot avoid imagining an Eter. on 
nal and Tofinite Nothing; that is, 7 1 
he will imagine Eternity and Im. Foie 
menſity removed out of the Uni- 
verſe, and yet that at the kane ones” 
time they ſtill continue there 

This Argument, the Cortes: The Bu 
who ſuppoſed the Idea of Intenſe 12 10 the 
ty to be the 17 of mere e Matter, . 34s. 


nta ede Te” in 
Reality * it has been eaſier o wy wi 
them to be driven even to that , 
moſt intolerable. Abſurdity, ; 24 


b alerting Matter“ to be n 


4 Mais peut hav grid 
In effect a Neceſſary WF os mal. &c.7.e, But 


Being, than to be able perhaps! argoeill when! 


1 conclude that the 


e remove out of their Property my Idea hath: 


inds = _ of In- to reprefent Extenſion, 
(eben b, in the Senſe. of 


menſt ty, 3 Exiſtin ing the Carteſi: lans, Matter | 
eceſſar y and inſepa- comes from Extenſion 


it ſelf as its Cauſe ; 
ably from” Eternity. For what hinders me. 


Whick Abfurdity of. from helieving that ft 
D theirs 


4 . 


from ſome Spirit | [or ves 1 in Mo 
Bang Supa our tome, be Neceſſary and im- 
| ES 7 4 , $1 


the Idea which T ſhould! then have of Extenſion, would 


thing really Exiſts. Yet when I conſider the difff. 
culty ſtil} more entirely, I find there is this dit- 


Enchanted Caſtle ; that the firſt being natural, that is, 


_ is neceſſarily ſuch as it repreſents; whereas the other 


n 
g emen 
— 4 . 
* 


Ln * 
- * 
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this Property comes theirs, mr eſpect of the 


not from wy RI, yet Ide of fee 
at leaſt it may 3 Idea of 1 mmenſity , 


% 
o 


proves I. indeed to fi 14 


which produces in Me 7 ale wn 
the Idea of Extenſion, poſſible to be 6 remo- ie 
though Extenſion does © i Y 
not actually exiſt? Vet when Iconſider the thing at- ID. 


tentively, I find that my Concluſion. 22 and po! 


that no Spirit For Being | | how excellent dever, can | in 

cauſe the Idea which I have of Extenſion to repreſent a 
to me Extenſion rather than any thing elſe; if Extenſion | 
does not actually Exiſt; becauſe if he ſhould do fo, | 


not be a repreſentation of Extenſion, but a a repreſen- 
tation of Nothing; which 1s4mpothble, 

But it may be I fill deceive my ſelf, when I fay 
that the Idea I have of Extenſion; fuppoſes an Object 
actually exiſting ; For it ſeems: that I have Ideas, 
which do not ſuppoſe any Object; I have, for exam- 
ple the Idea of an Enchanted Caſtle; though no ſich 


ference between the Idea of Extenſion, and that of an 


independent on my Will, ſuppoſes an Object which 


being artificial, ſuppoſes indeed an Object, but it 
is not neceſſary that That Object be abſolutely ſuch 
as the Idea repreſents, becauſe my Will can add to 
that Object, or diminiſh from it, as it pleaſes; as1 
have before ſaid, and as ſhall be proved hereafter, 
when I come to treat of the Origin of Ideas. Ni 


Metaphys. Lib. I. Par. 1. Chap. 3. ved 
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ved; but, in reſpect of Molar, 
tis only a perverſe applying an 
Idea to an Ob) on” whereto it 
no ways belongs: For, that 
it is indeed a wiutely N impoſ⸗ 
ſible and contradictory to ſup- 
poſe Matter neceſſaril y-exiſting”, 
ſhall be demonſtrated profency.”” * 
zdly. From hence it follows, Nothing 


That there is no Man what( ſo cerran 


who makes any uſe of bis Reaſon, Exiſtence 
| but may eaſily become more certait of 7 of a _ 
the Being of 4 Supreme Hudependent dep CNS 
Canſe, than he can be of any Thing Cai 


/e befides bis own Exiſtence, For 


how much Thought ſoever it may 
require to demonſtrate the Other At- 
tributes of ſuch a Being, as it may do 


ich to demonſtrate the greateſt Mathe- 
matical Certainties; (of which more 
hereafter:) Yet as to its Exiſtence; 
that there Is Some what Eternal, 
Infinite, and Self. -extſting, which 2 
muſt be the Cauſe and Origina nal of 
„ all 


936 |. 


JF” | Dessen «x the 


al other Things; 
the Firſt and a natural Conclu- 
ſions, that any Man, who thinks 
at all, can frame in his Mind: 
And no Man can any more 


doubt of this, than he can doubt 
whether twice two be equal to 


four. 'Tis poſſible indeed a Man 


may in ſome Senſe be ignorant of 


this firſt and plain Truth, by be⸗ 


ing utterly ſtupid, and not think- 


ing at all: (For though it is abſo. 


180 lutely impoſſible for him to ima- 


gine the contrary, yet he may 
poſſibly neglect to conceive this 
Though no Mak can poſſibly think 
that twice two is not four, yet he 
may. poſlibly be ſtupid, and never 


have 2 he at all Whether it be 
ſo or not :) But this I ſay; There 
is no Man, who thinks or reaſom 


at all, but may eaſily become mort 


certain, that there is Something 


Eteri nal, Infinite, 2 and Self. exiſt. 


Lis CIS ing; 


this is one of 
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ing; than ſich can be certain 61 any | 

Thing elle. * DH SIA: 0, 
Zelly, Nene we may obſerve. Of the 

That Our "firſt Certuinty of the Each ler of 

ſtence of God, ariſes not 1 . 1h15 ln a 

that in the Idea we r fie of hi n In Self-ex- 

our own Minds, or rather in tlie Hence. 

Definition that we make of the 

Word, God,] 45 fenifying 4 ; 

In 0 of 21 poſſible erfecHions, - wet 

elude $ elf-Exiſtence ; hit from bear] 1 

| that "tis demonſtrable both Negative. | 

ly, that neither can All Things hart 

ariſen out of Nothing, nor aan i 

hase depended one on another in an 

endleſs Suerrſſion arid alſo poſive- 

ly, that there is Something in 

the Univeiſe , actually exiſting 

without „ the Suppoſ tion of 

whoſe N o1-Exiſtence plainly implies 2 

Contracliction. I do not mean to 

ſay poſitively, that the Argument 

drawn from our including. Self. 

Exiſtence 3 in the Idea of God, or 


9 3 5 our 
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our comprehending it in the Deſi. 
nition or Notion we frame of him, 


18 wholly inconcluſive and ineffe· 


fate Deduction, it may be found 


Qual to prove his actual Exiſtence, 
Poſſibly by a very nice and accu- 


to be a Satisfactory Proof. But 


that it is not a Clear and Obvious 


Demonſtration, fitted to convince 


and put the Atheiſt to Silence; ap- 


pears from the endleſs Diſputes | 
maintained by Learned N 
cerning it, without being able to 


en . con: 


ſatisfie each other on either ſide 
of the Queſtion. The Obſcurity 
and Defect of that Argument, 


ſeems to lie in this; that it ex | 


tends only to the Nominal 1 cles os 
Definition of a Self- exiſtent Being, 


and does not with a ſufficiently, | 


evident Connexion refer and ap- 


ply that Nominal Idea, Definition) 
or Notion which we frame in uf 


omn Mind, to the Real Idea of a | 


=_ Being 1 


Bing and nner of God. 99, © 
Being 'aFhally exiſting without as, 
For it is not Satisfactory, that 1 
baye in my Mind an Idea of the 
F ropoſition * "There : exiſts a Being, 


- 


indued with all Poſſible Perfections ; 

Or, There L a Self-exiftent Being: 

But I muſt have alſo an Idea of the 
Something actually exiſting without 

me; and I muſt fee wherein con- 
hſts the Abſolute Impoſſibility of 
removing that Idea, and conſequent- 

ly of ſuppoſing the Non-exiſtence of 

the Thing; before T can be ſatisfi- 

ed from that Idea, that the Thing 

actually exiſts. The bare having 


an Idea of the Propoſition, There 
ol BOY N Being, - proves in- 

y  i:Qi - Cy CH, £25) 333 30,5 SLID 

| deed the Thing not to be impol- 


ſible: 


. (For of an impolſible Fro. 
poſition there is properly no Idea:) 
But that it actually 15, cannot be 
proved from the Idea ; unleſs the 
Certainty of the Actual Exiſtence of 


D 4 a 


40 A Donating of * 


2 Nees krieg ug Being, fol- { 
lows from the Foſſibiliy of the i: 
Exiſtence of ſuch a Being: Which i. 


ſthat it does, in this particular Caſe, f 
many Learned Men have indeed = 
thought ; and it is not eaſie to diſ- © 


| prove; becauſe, it muſt be con- f. 
feſſed, there is ſomething very ſin. 9 
| oular - in the Idea of Neceſſary 2 
Exiſtence: It being evident that n 
if Neceſſary Exiſtence be, (as it D 
undeniably is) a Poſſible Perfection F 
it will conſequently belong Gul c: 
by to a Being indued with 7 Pa: W 7: 
ſeble Perfections; ; and if it cual as 
belongs to ſuch a Being, 5 20 wil th 
be ablolutely impoſſible that ſuch I. 
A Being ſhould not Exif : ; and from te 
hence it ſeems to fo low, that i it 
i muſt Neceſſarily be true, "that ſuch a 
1 2 Being actuall) Exiſts, This, I as 


1 Def 2 
tay, is not indeed eaſie e to diſprove ti 

But it is a Clearer and more Fat be 

e mon- nc 


en 2 way of Arguing,” to gol 


Ha che abſolute Im 


Be and Ae of God. 4 


ſtrate, that there does actually ex 


ut e eee us a Being, whole Ex- 
iſtence is Neceſlary and. of it ſelf ; 
from the . manifeſt Contradiction 


contained i in the contrary Sup obfi- 
on; (as L have before R 

poſlibility 5 
deſtroying ſome Ideas, as of Eternity 
and Immenfity which therefore 
muſt needs be che Attributes of a 


Neceſſary Being C's. exiſting. 
hing, and 


For if Ihave an Idea of a 
cannot poſſibly in my Imagination 


take away the Idea of that Thing 
as. actually Exifting * any more 1 N 
than { can change or take AWAY. the N V 


Hea of the Equality of twice two 
to four ; the Certainty of the Ex- 
iſtence of that Thing, is the ſame, 
and ſtands on the ſame Foundation, 
as the Certainty of the other Rela- 
ion: For the Relation of Equality 
between twice two and four, has 
no. pther Oertpinty but this, that I 

| Cannot 


1 


Dr, 4thly, From hence it follows, 
real that The material World cannot poſ- 


World 
camot 


poſpbly 
be the 


Self-Ex-it ſelf” Eternal, For ſince it hach 
ftent Be- been already demonſtrated,” that 


ng. 


out any External Cauſe of its Ex- 
iſtence; muſt be Self. Exiſtent: 


ſolute Neceſſity in the Nature of 
the Thing it {elf : It follows ev 


3 


I Demmſration of the 
cannot, without a Contradiction, 


change or take away the Idea of 
that Relation. We are Certain 
therefore of the Being of a Su- 
preme Independent Cauſe; becauſe 
tis ſtrictly demonſtrable, that there 
is Something in the Univerſe, actu- 
ally exiſting without us, the Sup- 
poſition of whoſe Non: exiſtence 
plainly implies a Contradiction. 


ſibly be the FirSt and Original Being, 
Uncreated , Independent , and 0 


whatever Being hath Exiſted from 
Eternity, Independent, and with" 


And that whatever is Self. Ex iſtent, 


muſt Exiſt Neceſſarily, by an Ab- 


— 


dently, 
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Being a ATI of God. 


lenrly, . des gtd g, Material © 
Wor: d Exiſts Neceſſarily, by an. 
Abſolute Neceſſity in its own Na- 


ture, ſo as that it muſt be an Ex- 
prels Contradiction to ſuppoſe it 


not to Exiſt; it cannot he Inde- 
pendent, and of it ſelf Eternal- 
No W that the Material World | 
does. not Exif thus. neceſſarily, 1s 
very Exident. For Abſolute. Ne- 
ceſſity of Exiſting, and, à Poſſibi - 
lity of not Exiſting, beine Con: 
tradictory Ideas : tis ma manifeſt the 
Material World cannot Exiſt Ne- 
ceſſarily, if withont a Contra - 
diction we can Conceive it either 


Not to Be, or to be in any Re- 


ſpect otherwiſe than it Now - is; 
| othing is more caly, - 
Far - "whethar. we Conſider the 
Farm. of the W old, with the 
Diſpoſh tion and Motion *. its Parts; 


or whether we. conſider the Mat: 


ter of 1 it, as ſuch, Mithour reſpe& 
9 


A — N he 


to its preſent Form; every Thing 
in it, both the W hole Job every 
one of. its Parts, t heir Situation 
and Motion, the Form and alfo 
| we Matter, are the moſt Arbi⸗ 
rary and Dependent Things ; 
bam; the fartheſt removed from 
Neceſſi ity, that can poſſibly be 
imagined. A Necefſity indeed 
of F itneſs, that 18% K Neely 
that Things fhould- ihe as they a 

in order to the Welkbcing of Ya 
whole, there may be in "1 theſe 
Things: But an Abſolute Neceſ- 
ſity of Nature in any of | them: 
(which is what the Athbeiſt mit 
maintain)! there is not the le 
appearance Of. If an Man wall | 
fay in this Senſe, 1 (as every 
Atheiſt muſt do)). cither that the 
Form of the World; or at leaſt 
the Matter and Mon of it, is 
neceſſary; Nothing can poſſibly 
be invented more Abſurd, ?' 30.90 
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If he ſay 5 thatthe p particular FormTh, + 
is! »Neceary: 35 deim affirm. it to en of 
be a Contradiction ¶ po , 
any Part of the WO M. can be inn not neceſ- 
any Reſpect; otherwiſe. than it now!/#?- 
is: It muſt be a Contradiction in 
Terms, to ſuppoſe more or fewer 
_ more or fewer Planets, or to 

poſe their Size, Figure or Moti : 
on, Different aon what it now is; 
or to ſuppoſe more or fewer 
plants and Animals upon Earth, 
or the preſent ones of different 
Shape and Bignels from what they 


now are: In all which things 


there is this greateſt Arbitrarinels, 
in reſpect of Power and Poſlibili- 
ty, that can be imagined; ' how- 
ever neceſſary any of chem may 


be, in reſpect of Wiſdom, and 


Rin of the Beauty and 


Order of the whole. ny 
If the Atheiſt, will ſay, theg tie Nor its 
Motion: in general of all Matter is ne- Motion: 
cellary : 
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1s ſo abſurè 
think hardly any Atheiſts, either 


Conatus to move ſome one dew 


to any Particle of Matter, but 
muſt ariſe from ſome Ex ternal 


ventur d to aſſert, and pretended 


A Demonſtration e 
ceſſary: It follows that it muſt be a 


Contraditiop in Terms, to ſuppoſe 


any matter 4 | fb e at Reſt; Which 
that ! 


And ridiculous; 


Antient or Modern! liave preſu- 


med directly to ſuppoſe i N. r 
One late * Author indeed has 


to prove, that Motion, that 1 is, the 
Conatus to Motion, 18 eſſential to 
all Matter : But tio Philoſophi- 

cally, may appear from this One 
Conſideration. The eſſential Cona- 
tus to Motion of every one or of any 
one Particle of Matter in this Au- 
thor's imaginary infinite Plenum, 
muſt be either a Conatus to _ 
{ome one determinate way at once, 
or to move every way at once: A 


minate way, cannot be eſſential 


Cauie) z 


# 
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Cauſe; becauſe there is nothing 
inthe pretended Neceſſary Nature 
of any Particle, to determine its 
Menon 9 and ellentially ; 
one rather than another: 
* 5 0 onatus equally. to move 
every way at once, is either an 
abſolute Contradiction, or at leaſt 
could produce nothing in Matter 
but an Eternal Reſt of all and every 
one of its Parts. But to proceed. , 
If the Atheiſt will ſuppoſe Mo- 
tion neceſſary and eflential to ſome | 
Matter, py not.to all : The ſame 
Abſurdity as to the Determination 
of Motion, ſtill follows; and now 
he moreover ſuppoſes an Abſolute 
Neceſſity not Univerſal; that is, 
that it ſhall, be a Contradiction to 
ſuppoſe ſome certain Matter at 
Reſt, tho” at the ſame time ſome 
other Matter actually e 
If he only affirms bare Mai- Nor the 
ter to be Neceſlary : Then, _—_ 5 


kv: | i - beſi des 


og Denon frotion of 5 0 


beſides the extreme Folly of kid 
attributing Motion and the Forii 
of the World to Chance; (which 
8 Opinion I think all Atheiſts have 
now given up BY and therefore I 
ſhall nor think my ſelf obliged to 
take any Notice of it in the Sequel 
of this Diſcourſe;) it may be de- 
monſtrated thus, (out of many the 
like Arguments Thar: might be 
drawn from the Nature and Affe. 
ctions of the Thing it ſelf) that 
bare Matter is not a Neceſſary Be- 
ing. If bare Matter be the Necel- 
farily-exiſting Being, (for that 
there can be but Ore ſuch, thall be 
proved hereafter;) then in that 
Neceſſary Exiſtence there is either 
included the Power of Gravitation, | 
or not: If not, then in a, World 
merely Material, and in which no 
Intelligent Being preſides, there ne- 
ver could have betet any Mo- 


tion; becauſe Motion, as has 
been 


x | Being aud Aur utes f God my 
been already fhewn ,. and i 1s. now 
1 granted in the Queſtion, is not Ne. 
h ceſſary of it ſelf . But = the Pow. 
er of Gravitation be included in 
l the Neceſſary Exifterice of 2 5 

e 


(which yet is impoſſible, bec 
the Idea of Gravitation is ſeparable | 

from that of Matter, and Matter 

may be conceived without it 0 [x 

then it is included either in the 

Neceſſary. Exiſtence of All Mat: 3 

ter, of + 6 Some only If I 

Jof Some. only, then Mager | is 

not a Similar Being, | and con- 


1 
— — 


A lequently not Neceſſary : For 
7 Win Abſolute Neceſſity, there can 
t 


be no variety, any more than there 
dan be Degrees. But if Gravita- 
ion be an Univerſal Quality or 
Affection of AU Matter; then there 
Ws a Vacuum : (as is abundantly 

lemonſtrated by Mr. Newton: ) 
And if there be a Vacuum, then 


atter 15 not a Neceſſary Being; 5 
E For 
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For tis more than poſſible for it 
not to Be. If an Atheiſt will yet 
Aſſert, that Matter may be _ 


| ſary, "though not. neceſſary to be 
every where: Lanſwer; this is an 
expreſs Contradiction: 5 "Fe or abſe- 
lute N cceſſity, is abſolute Necelli 
ty every where alike: And if it 
be no Impoſſibility for Matter to 
be abſent from one Place, tis nol 
Impoſſibility (abſolutely in the 
1 Nature of the Thing; For no Re. 
3 lative or Conſequential N con 
=== can have any Room in this Argu 
PA ment: Tis no abſolute Impoſſibi 
21 lity, I ſay, in the Nature off 
+ the Thing,) that Matter ſhould be 
14 abſent from any other Place, or from 
'*t h every Place. 


$7011 con- S pinoza, the moſt celebrate P. * 
Futed. tron of Atheiſm in our Time, who 
* Un ſubſtantia caught that * there 19 


non poteſt produci ab 
alia ſubſtantia. Ethic .. Difference of Sub- 


Bur. I. Prop. C. ſtances; but that the 
e : Whole 


Bring tad idee if God. 51 1 


Nun 
ole and every Part Onmis ſubſtantia eſt 
[ 5 
45 of the Material World is Ern 1 


fu FE Neceſſarily-exiſting Ad naturami ſubſtan: 


tiæ Ras eriſtere. T 
Being and that ꝶ there | Uf. ies 


0 is no other God, but + Prrtef Deum nulla 
Ache Univerſe : That he dari Aba tht 
„might ſeemingly avoid Prop. 14. N 
„che manifold Abſurdi- Jew 

ties of that Opinion ; endeavours 

by an Ambiguity of Expreſſion in 
che Progreſs of his Diſcourſe, to 
{clude the Arguments by which he 

ol foreſaw his Aſſertion would be 

59 confuted: F or, having” at firſt 
plainly aſſer ted, that * $ A d naturam ſub⸗ 
AIl Subſtance 3 ts ;Necef: ſtantiæ e exiſte- 
ſarily exiſting; he re. Prop. 7: 

would afterward feem to ex, 
Plain it away, by aſſerting, that || Res 


he Reaſon why every thing ext n 

io mo- 
lo, Neg; alio ordine a Deo produci potuerunt, quam 

Producte funt. Prop. 33. 

Ex Neceſſitate Divinz Naturæ, infinita infinitis mo- 

lis, (hoc eſt, omnia quæ ſub intellectum infinitum ca- 

ere poſſint) ſequi debent. Br OP, 16. 
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6 ilt⸗ N and could not 
poſſibly have been in any reſped 
different from what it Now is, is 
becauſe every thing flows from the 
2 Neceſſity ity of the Divine Nature. By 
which if Fir unwary Reader un. 


he is very much miſtaken: \ Far | 


but only a Moral and Conſeques 


hereby underſtands, that God wal 
determined, not by A, Nerds o 
Wiſdom and Goodneſs, but by 
mere Natural Neceſſity, . excluſive 


A Denon ation of”. theti 


derſtands, that he means things are 
therefore N eceſſarily ſuch as they 
are, becauſe Infinite W iſdom „ 
e ee could not poſſibly make 
Things but in that Order whichis : 
Fitteſt and Wiſeſt in the Whole 


{uch a Neceſſity, is not a Natural 


tial Neceſſity; and directly con 
trary to the Author true 1 


tion. Further, 8 the Readet 


of Will and Choice, to make all 
Things juſt as they now are; nei 


the 


X 
— — "y * * 9 
* 3 - 
- 
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ther is this the whole of Spinoza' * 

| meaning : For this, as abſurd as it 
is, is ſtill ſuppoſing God, as a Sub- 
ſrance' diſtinct from the Material 
World ; which * He ex preſsly de-* Loc. ſi- 
nies. Nay further; it any one f cita- 
thinks his meaning res be, that all 
Subſtances in the World, are only 
Modifications of the Divine El- 
ſence ; neither is This All. For thus 
God may {till be ſuppoſed as an 
Agent, acting upon himſelf at leaſt, 
ind manifeſting himfelf in diffetent 


manners according to his own Will: 


Which + Spinoza ex- 

reſly denies. But his ! Deum non operari 

true meanin therefore, ex libertate voluntatis. 
8 Prop. 32. Corol. 1. & 

owever darkly and Shea ad Prop. 17. 

mbiguouſly he ſome- 

Times peaks, muſt be this; and 

t he means any thing at all 

onſiſtent with himſelf, can 


ſe no other than this: l 5 
5 


7 * * ; 
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1 Demonſtration of the 

135 ſince it is abſolutely, 

* Una ſubſtantia non impo (ſible for any 
E 1 ala a to be created or 
. produced by another; 
Res nullo alio mo- and T allo abſolutely 
do neq; alio ordine a impoſli ble for God to 


Deo produci potuerunt, 
quam productæ ſunt. have cauſed any thing 


Prop. 33. to be in any reſpec 

difterent from what it now is; e- 

very thing that exiſts, muſt 9 

| Prater Deum nul. be ſo a | Part of the 

la dari, neq; concip1 Divine Subſtance, not 

poteſt ſubſtantia. Prop. as a Modification 
% ⁵ mx 4 

„Deum non operari * Will or Good Ples 


** 


ex Libertate voluntatis. ſure or Wiſd om in the 


Prop. 32. Coroll. 1. 
22 whole, but as of Ab- 


ſolute Neceſſity in it ſelf, with! 


rei pect to the ＋ matt 
7 Xull alio ZHodo, er of the Exiſtence| 


pegs * of each Part, no le 
than with reſpect to * Self. 
Exiſtence of the whole. Thus the 
Opinion of $ * when ex pres 


beg 
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ſed plainly and conſiſtently, comes 
evidently to this: That the Ma- 
Wl terial M. orld, and every Part of 
15 it, with the order and manner of 
Being of each Part, is the only Self- 
Exiſtent, or Neceſſarily-Exiſting 
Being. And now Conſequently, 
he muſt of Neceſſi ity affirm all the 
Concluſions, which I have before 
ſhown to "follow demonſtrably 
from that Opinion. He cannot 
poſſibly avoid affirming that tis a 
Contradidtion, (not to the Perfet;- 
ons of God; For that is mere ſenſe- 
ea: leſs Cant and Amuſement in Him 
the W who maintains that there is but 
\b- One Subſtance in the Univerſe ; 
ith But he muſt affirm that it is in it 
Hand in Terms a Contradiction,) 
gor for any thing- to be, or to be i- 
leſs | magined, in any reſpe& otherwiſe 
1 than it Now is. He muſt ſay tis 
5 a Contradiction, to ſuppoſe the 
© Number, or Fioure, or Order of the 
{ g Principal Parts ofthe World, could 


F 4 | poſſibly 
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ri debuit ab alio corpo- Motion, as a De- 
re, quod etiam ad mo- pene dent Bei ing, has 
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EEK poſſibly. have been different from 
What they Now are. Ile muſt ſay 
Motion is neceſſary of it ſelf ; and 
conſequently that tis a Contradicti. 


Ction in Terms, to ſuppoſe any] 


Matter to be at "Reſt : Or elſe He 
muſt affirm, (which 1 is rather the 


more abſurd of the two; as may 
appear from what has * 1 


ready ſaid in proof of the Se- 


cond General Head of they fares 
Diſcourſe; And 


Corpus motum vel yet he has * choſen 


quieſcens, ad motum 
vel quietem determina- to affirm it; T that 


tum vel quietem de- 
terminatum fuit ab a- been eternally com- 


lio, & illud iterum ab municated from one 
alio, & ſie in infinitum. . 
Bu. II. Brop. 13. Len. PIECE of Matter to ano- 


Ma 3. ther; without having 
at all any Original Cauſe of its Be- 
ing, either within it ſelf or from 
without: Which, with other the 


like Conſequences, touching the | 


Neceſſity of the Ex ſence of Things; 
the 


Self. *exiſlent 5 
the Argument uſually drawn from 
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the very mention of which, is a. 


ſufficient Confutation of any Opi- 


nion they follow from; do, as I 
have gig, unavoidably follow from 
25 foremention d Opinion of Spi- 
And conſequently that O- 
e wiz. That the Univerſe or 
hole World is the Self-exiſtent or 


 Neceſſarily-exiſting Being, is demon- 
ſtrated to be falſe. 


I have in this Attempt to 
how, that The Material World can- 
not poſſubly be the Fir t and Original 
Being, Uncreated, Independent, and 
delignedly omitted 


the ſuppoſed abſolute Impoſſibility 
in the Nature of the Thing it ſelt, 
of the Worlds being Eternal, or 
having exiſted through an Tofi- 
nite Succeſſion of Time. 
I have done for the two following 
Reaſons. 


tween us and the Atheiſts, is not, the 


whether World. 


portion 
CO cru 


1 ff Becauſe the Queſtion be. Het. 


termty of 


v8 A Demonſtration of the 9 
whether the World can poſſthhy I © 
have been Eternal; but whether it P 


can poſſibly be the Original, Inde- if : 
pendent, and Self-Exiſting Being: f 
which is a very different Queſtion: MW © 
For many, who have affirmed the C 
One, have ſtill utterly denied the 9 
Other: And almoſt all the An- f 
tient Philoſophers that held the I 
Eternity of the World, in whoſe 1 
Authority and Reaſons our Mo- K 
dern Atheiſts do fo mightily 
Boaſt and Triumph; defended Ml ©* 
that their Opinion by ſuch Argu- 1 
ments, as ſhow plainly that they - 
did by no means thereby intend MW © 
to aſſert, that the material World 0 
Was the Original, Independent, ö 
Self. Exiſting Being, in Oppoſiti- Py 
on to the Belief of the Exiſtence f 
of a Supreme All- governing Mind, | 
which is the. Notion of God. 1 
So that the Deniers of the Being 7 


of God, have no manner of Ad- 
vantage from that Opinion of the 


Being and Attributes of \ God. 59 
Eternity of the World, eyen ſup- 
poſing it could not. be diſproved. 
I Almaſt all the old Philoſophers, 
I fay, who held the fa on of 
the World, did not thereby mean 
(at leaſt 6 oh e do not 
Lend to prove) that it was Inde- 
pendent and Self-Exiſtent ; but 
their Arguments are wholly le- 
velled, either to prove barely 
that Something muſt needs be 
| Etcrnal, and chat the Univerſe 
could not poſſibly ariſe out 
of Nothing abſolutely and with- 
out Cauſe; which is all that 
Ocellus Lucanus e Arguments a- 
mount to: Or elſe that the 
World is, an Eternal and Neceſſa- 
ry Effect, flowing from the Effent- 
tial and Immutable Energy of the 
Divine Nature; which ſeems to 
have been Ar iſtotle 5 Op mion: Or 
elſe that the World 1s an Eter- 
nal Voluntary Emanation from 
the A and ee Cauſe; 
which | 
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which was the Opinion of many (U 
of Plato s Followers. None of or 
which Opinions or Arguments, W 11 
will in the leaſt help out our mo- th. 
dern Atheiſts ; who would exclude S0 
Supreme Mind and Intelligence or 
out of the Univerſe, For how- pr 
Z ever the Opinion of the Eternity IR. 
. of the World, is really inconſi- th 
= ſtent with the Belicf of its being 
Created in time: yet ſo long as Ml cit 
the Defenders of that Opinion, of 
either did not think it Inconſiſtent Ml an 
with the Belief of the World's B. 
being the Effect aud Work of an E. of 
ternal, All- Wiſe and Al Powerful in 
Mind: or at leaſt could defend that in 
Opinion by ſuch Arguments on- H NM 
ly, as did not in the leaft prove ¶ af 
the Self Exiſtence or Indepen- MW ut 
dency of the World, but moft of 
them rather quite the contrary; | © 
Tis with the greateſt Injuſtice WW *: 
and Unreaſonableneſs in the | 
World, that our Modern Atheiſts 
A | 1 (ta 


Bekiy * Attr bret of God. 6 1 


(to whoſe Purpoſe the Eternity 
or N on · Eternity of the World 
would ſignifie nothing, unleſs at 
che ſame Time the Exiſtence and i 

Sovereignty of Eternal Intelligence 8 
or Mind were likewiſe diſproved,) 
pretend either the Authority or the 
KReaſons of theſe Men to be on 
their des.. 

Ocellus Lucanus, one of 9 ans. 
cienteſt Aſſerters ob; the Eternity 
of the World; whoſe Antiquity 
and Authority * „„ 

* Oracles of Neaſon; 

Blount oppoles to that 1550 7 Gi ao 8 
of Moſer; in deliver- BEN 
ing his Opinion, peaks»: + 
at indeed like one that believed the 
n- Material World to be Self; exiſtent; 


e aſſerting, Þ that zt is 


T A Mine 18 Wy 8 


1 utterly N either d @A6IfOY. 
If ige G Aud , 
„ KoouG ewes dr dau 


A de 8 N % Naw wy * Are eye. | 
2 Au 57S Tu K67uv, dpaygio of mot pn Te Cub get Ne- 
2 Ain 5 Hen, e Vr, 5 Ocellus Baan lee? r Tv mung 
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62 - 4 Demonſtration of tbe il - 
of Generation or C orruption, of Be. 
inning or End; that it is of # 
ſelf Eternal and Ferfect and Permas 
nent for ever; and that the Frame 
and Parts of the World mut needs 
be Eterual, as well as the Snbſtance' 7 
and Matter of the N hole: But when 
he comes to produce his Argu- 
ments or Reaſons for his Opinion; 
they are either ſo very abſurd and 
ridiculous, that even any Atheift 
in this Age ought to be aſhamed 
to repeat them; as when he 

proves that the World 


*T3 dvagyey Y amd \ a / 1: 11 
Ov & al 1 d xs, Inu ſt needs be Eternal, 


EO. x, «9 vp] & n 30 TY - 2 2 
e ins. wo" i End, becauſe both it# 
5 mvTonv 10 g ory, ow TT Met ca 
Hows daf 6 eamdm Figure and Motion are 4 

2. nue winke. rtl. „ ĩðᷣͤ 
- Thus Tranſlated: Nay that the Figure, Motion, ETc:. 
thereof, are without Beginning and End; thereby it 
plainly appears, that the World. admitteth neither 
Production nor Diſſolution : For the Figure is Spheri- 
cal, and conſequently on every ſide equal, and there- 
fore without Beginning or Ending. Alſo the motion 
is circular, &c. Oracle of Reaſon p. 215. | 


Citcle 
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Circle, which, has neither Beginning 
nor End - Or elſe they are; ſuch 
Arguments as prove only what no 
Man ever really denied; wiz. That 
Something = be Eternal, be- 

cauſe tis impoſſible for Every 

Thing to . out of Nothing, or 

to fall into Nothing; As when he 

ſays + that the World. 1.0% 

muſt have been Eternal, 3 $ ES = Joe 
becauſe tis 4 7 SLAG ray 75 


J * anden, un e 5. 


5% £7380 145 ad . 
Gon for the Univerſe. ! 27273 5 N x 


to have bad 4 Begin- Oce ll. ibid. 

ning; 2 nce if it Had a Beginning, 
it muſt have been cauſed by Some- 
thing, and then it is not the Dni- 
verſe. To which One Argument, 
all that he lays in his whole Book, 
is plainly reducible. So that os 
evident, all that he really proves, 
18 only this; that there muſt 
needs be an "DR Being in the 
Univerſe: and not, that Matter 
is Self- exiſtent, in Oppoſi tion to 

11 


W . 


\ 
q 
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ger and Mind. For, al Ul 
that he aſſerts about the abſolute 
Neceſſity of the Order and Pa 
of the World, is confeſſedly mioſt 
ridiculous , not at all proved by 
the Arguments he alleges: And 
in ſome Paſſages of this very Book. 
as well as in other Fragments, He 
himſelf ſuppoſes, and is forced ex 
preſly to confeſs, that, however 
Eternal and N eceſlary every thing 
in the World be imagined to be; 
yet even That Neceflity muſt floß 
3 2 from an * Eternal ani 
* . . th Inielli gent Mind, the 
e Neceſſary perfectic h 


„7 Suk es & u67hoy a pus- 


be Taxi aun de. Of whole Nature a 


Tag Jundfarte, x; 1 the Cauſe ＋ of 07 
Og3eyz, x; 85 oi ers wo 
945 Niles Led, Harmony and Nahe of 


bh N Se. the W orld, and parti- 
Nor T: nm cull of Mens having 
Faculties, Organs of 
Senſe Appetites, Kc. fitted even to 

Final Canſes. 


Art 
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| Ariſtotle likewiſe, was a great 
aAſſerter indeed of che Eter⸗ 
nigy of the World: But not 
in Oppoſition to the Belief of 
The Being, or of the Power, 


iſdom, 10 Goodneſs of God * 5 
n the contrary He fot no otlier 
Reaſon aſſerted the World to be 
ternal, but becauſe he fancied 
hat ſuch an Effect muſt needs 05 
ernally Proceed from fuch an "EY 
ernal Cauſe.” ' And ſo far was he 
from teaching, that Matter is the 
"rſt and Original Cauſe of all 
Things; that on the'contrary hee. 
ery whete expreſſy deſcribes God 

o be an * Intelligent Being; = In- Ne 
orporeal , || The Firſt Mover of all + ow 


Fae Tov 


2 Himſelf Immowveable ; and «nome. 
| Ding. in vi- 


firms, that * if there were nothing ariftr- 
put Matter 3 in the W. orld, there would e xp” 


PO rave, 


e 10 Original Canſe, but an Infinites _— 


Metaj b. 
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preſent Head of Diſcourſe, Where 


{hall 2 4 demonſtrate it to bl 


P 1 b + 4 n 9 n = 
* 
* a 7 5 $ 
gs ; 
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Progreſſo on of C anſes : ; which 1 Is ab 
ſurd. 

de chat Philoſophers, * 
taught plainly and expreſly, that fe 
Matter was not only Eternal, buf 
alſo Self-exiſtent and entirely Inde 
pendent , Co-cxiſting from Eter 
nity with God, independently asaf 
Second Principle : I have already 
ſhown the Impoſlibility , of thi; 
Opinion, at the Entrance upon th 


N 


I proved that Matter could no 
poſſibly be Selfexiſtent - A 


Falſe, when I come to prove the 
Unity of the Sell exiſtent Bei 
ing. 

Plato, whatever his Opinion wat 
about the Original Matter, ver) 
largely and fully declares his Sen 
timents about Ny Formation of thi 
World, viz. that it was compo 
{ed and framed by an Intelligen 


all 


who phers, N 
peaks ſo excellently 

but 

wn fel W. orthily * as He, 
nde. oncernin the Na- 
Cer: ure an Attributes 
as Wt God. Yet as to 
ad) the Time of the f 


orld's Beginning to 
De Formed, He ſeems 
Fo make it indefi- 
ite, when he ſays, + 


be au Eternal Re 
Wemblance of 
erna] Idea. 

1s Followers after- 


and explained it, as if 
the Oreation of the 


nderſtood 2 Creation 


78 World muſt - needs | 
dus ;] 


the E- 
At leaſt 


vard ſo underſtood | 


Vorld, was not to be 


n 
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and Wiſe God; "and there i 18 no - 
One of all the Antient Philoſo- In 
"who in all his Ard 


1 6 
L vdr, coords 2 Oess, 8 

TY yTE TH of deR 

«Se; ng} waas 1. dee 


10. 
1 na Evdyny | rid 
$293 oy „ weve urde 29. 


Plato in T1meo. Which 
Words being wy imper- 


ect in our Copies of the 
7 are thus ren. 
dered by Cicero. Si er- 
go generatus | eſt mun- 


eft, quod ratione * 2 
entiaq;  comprehien 


tur, atq; immutabili æ- 
ternitate continetur. Ex 


quo efficitur, ut fi t 
neceſſe hunc, denen 
mus, | mud , 


ee. de 


cuſus aterni. 
Vniverſ. 


We |; 


*5 mani Gan rin 


a 1 
e DA Libs 


ad id . 


mla! 
chrum etormim eſſe ali- 
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v Qui autem a Deo in Time; * but only ; be 
quidem factum faten- / „ K N 155 == 
tur, non tamen eum vo- Ce of ature, aw an 

unt Temporis habere, ſe ality an, Dependence; {at 
(ed ſur Creations imitis That is; that tel ter 
um; ut modo quodam 3; 
vix intelligibili, Sem- Will of God, Z 
Per fit fachus. Augnſtn. His Power of Avg or 
de Civit. Dei. Lib. It. 5 | 
Cap. 4. being neceſſarily a Se, 
De Mundo, Tile his ternal as his be 5 the 
uos in mundo deos a. 
Der factos ſcribit Pla- + the Effects ES hat Wal, 

1 apertiſlime dicit Will and rg 1 
= ; efle cæpiſſe, & ha- FATTY KAN 
bere initium.------Verum id nodmddo ihtelligant, i in; 
venerunt [Platonici ] non eſſe hoc videlicet Temporis fi der 
ſed Subſitutionis initium. bid. Lib. 10. Cap. 31. Df 

Sed mundum quidem fuſſſe ſemper, Philoſophia an 1 
ctor eſt; conditore quidem Deo, ſed non ex tempor ol 
Macrob. in Somn. Scip, Lib. 2. Cap. . ielc 

T Key. 6 BHE, rund ei ua n b mv 187 ye baun. Epi- d 7 
de 72 Cnr oy. 2705 * gc 19, Sing d, ne T2: ad Tis 2x5" or 
oxides yE7T2" © 0 5 ait n on. * 57⁴⁰ | 
E770 ON de e ih . 8er 11 S 77s 4 10 ed, 
uma Ti i), nal Crunid)ee 61 ru I zin 75 64 an, he | 
Zac hariæ Scholaſt. Diſputat. 1151 = 

Sicut enim, inquiunt [ Blatonici,}fi pes ex wternitat] 0 it 
ſemper failſet i in pulvere, {emper ei ſubeſſet yeſtigium [tiny 
quod tamen veſtigium a calcante factum vemo du 
bitaret ; nec alterum altero prius effet,.quamyis alf ter. 
terum ab altero factum eſſet: Sic, inquiunt, hic 
mundus atq; in illo Di creati, & ſemper fuerunt lem Ihis 


per exiſtente qui fecit; & tamen facti ſunt.  Augn mt 
de Civitate Dei, Lib. 10. Cap. 27, 
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be ſuppoſed cobal to the Will 
Jand Power themſelves; ini the 
ſame manner, as Light would! e 
Wecrrally proceed from the Sun, Or 
a Shadow from the interpoſed Body, 
or an Tmpreſſi on tron an 7mpoſetl 
Pra“, if the reſpective Cauſes of 
theſe Effects were ſuppoſed E refs 
tha nal. 
igluf Fold all which! it plinth: ap: 
1 ears how little Reaſon our Mo- 
rai dern Atheiſts have to boaſt either 
f the Authority or Reaſons of 
hoſe Antient Philoſophers, who 
eld the Eternity of the World. 


ia At 
1pore 


ye yin N 


or ſince theſe Men neither pro- 
ed, nor attempted t to prove, that 
Ic Material World was Origina] 
nitat Jo it ſelf, Independent, or Self-ex- 
um ting; but only that it was an 


ternal Effect of an Eternal Cauſe, 
rhich is God; tis evident that 
Whis their Opinion, even ſuppo⸗ 
1 18 it could by no menns be refu: 
A 
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ted, could afford no manner of Ad 
vantage to the Cauſe of | thoſe 
Atheiſts in our days, who exclud 
ing Supreme Mind and | Intelligence 
out of the Univerſe, would fain 
make mere Matter and Neceflity 
the Original and Eternal Cauſe off 
il +4 
2dly. The other Reaſon, why uf 
this Attempt to Prove that hl 
Material World cannot poſſibly be th 
Firſ and Original Being, Duet 
ted, Independent and Self Exiſtent 
I have omitted the Argument uſi 
ally drawn from the ſuppoſed abſ 
ſolute Impoſlibility of the World 
being Eternal, or having Exiſted 
through an Infinite Succeſſion 0 
Time; is becauſe that Argument 
however true it may be in it {ell 
can never be jo flated, 14s To be * 
any uſe in Convincing or Affect 


the Mind of an Atheiſt, who mult no 


be ſuppoſed to come prepared bel W. 
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Ac forchand with any tranſcendent 
ole Idea of the Eternity of God. 
1u0- For Since an Atheiſt cannot be 
ſuppoſed to Believe the Nice and 


fai Subtle Diſtinctions of the Schools; 
Clit tis impoſſible by this Argument 


ſo to diſprove the Poſſibility of the 
Eternity of the World, but that 
an Atheiſt will underſtand it to 
prove equally againſt the Poſſibi- 
lity of any thing's being Eternal, 
and conſequently that it proves 


ent nothing at all, but is only a Dif- 
uſu ticulty ariſing from our not being 


able to comprehend adequately 


ork the Notion of Eterniry. That the 
iſtel Material World is not Self. Exiſt- 


ent or Neceflarily-Exiſting, but 
che Product of an Intelligent and 
Wiſe Agent, may (as I have al- 
ready ſhown) be ſtrictly demon- 
ſtrated by bare Reaſon againſt the 
WY moſt Obſtinate Atheiſt in the 
Ws World: But the Time When the 
"= F 4 World 
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worth 


Syſtem. P. 


643. 
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World was Created; or whether 
its Creation was, properly ſpeaking 
in Time; is not lo eaſy to demo 
ſtrate ſtrictly by bare Reaſon, (a 
appears from the Opinions of 
many of the Antient Philoſo. 
phers concerning that matter 4) 
but the Proof of it ought to 
be taken from Revelation. To 


indeavour to prove, that there 


cannot poſſibly be any ſuch thing a 


infinite Time or Space, from the Im- 


poſſibility of an * Addition of 


Finite Parts ever compoſi ing or ex 


" hauſting an Infinite: or from the! 


imaginary inequality of the Nun: 
ber of Years, Days, and Hour 
that would be contained in the 
one ; or of the Miles, Yards, and 
Feet, that would be contained 
in the other; is ſuppoſi ing Infinites 
to be niche up of Numbers ol 
Finites ; that is, tis Cappoſing 
Finite W N to be Aliquot or 

| Cor) 
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Conſtitient Parts of Infinite; n 
indeed they are not ſo, but do all 
Equally, Whether Grit! or Small, 
whether Many or Few, bear the 


very ſame proportion to an Infi- 


nite, as Mathematical Points do ro 
a Line, or Lines to a Superficies, 
or as Moments do ro Time; that is, 
None at all. So that to argue ab. 
ſolutely againſt the Poſſibility of 
Infinite Space or Time, merely 
from the imaginary inequality of 
the Numbers of their Finite Parts ; 

which are not properly Conſtitu- 
ent Parts, but mere Nothings in 
proportion; is the very ſame thing 
as it would be to argue againſt the 
Poſlibility of the Exiſtence of any 
determinate Finite Quantity, from 
the imaginary Equality or Inequa- 
lity of the Number of the Mathe- 
matical Lines and Points contain- 
ed therein; when indeed neither 
the one nor the other bas (in 


nn 
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propriety of Speech) any Num 
ber at all, but they are ablolutely 
without Number: Neither can any 
Number or Quantity be any Ali. 
quot or Conſtitueut Part of ben 
or be compared at all with it, 
bear any kind of Proportion to i 
or be the Foundation of any Ar. 
Sunn in a Queſtion concern. 
ing 475 FY 
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The K IV. What the Subſtance or E- 
* oo ſence of that Being, which 1s Self- 

8. fe Eagles, or Neceſſ: arily-Exifting, is 6; 

Being In we have no Idea, neither is it poſe 

Sonble ſible for us in any meaſure to com- 

perehend it. That there is ſuch a 

Being, actually Exiſting without 

us, we are {ure (as I have already 

ſhown) by ſtrict and undeniable 

Demonſtration. | Allo what it is 

not ; that is, that the Material 

World is not it, as our Modern 

=— Atheiſts 


ue — ⁊̃⁊F— — TEES... —2 F 8 
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| Atheiſts would. have it; 


has been 
already Demonſtrated. But what 
it 18, I mean as to its Subſtance 
and Efſence % this we are infinite- 
ly unable to comprehend, Let 
does not this in the leaſt Dimi- 
niſh the Certainty of the Demon- 
ſtration of its Exiſtence. For it 
is one Thing, to know certain- 
ly chat a Being Exiſts ; and ano- 
ther, to know what the, Eſſence 
of that Being is: And the one 
may be capable of the ſtricteſt 
Demonſtration, when the other 
is abſolutely 6 yond the Reach of 
all our Faculties to underſtand. 
A Blind or Deaf Man has infinite- 
5 more Reaſon to deny the Being, 
or the 3 * of the Being, ok 
Light or Sounds; than any A- 
theiſt can have to deny, or doubt 
of, the Exiſtence of God. For 
the one can at the utmoſt have no 


other Proof, but credible Teſti: 


mony 
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Ts ny, © of the Exiſtence of certain 
Things, Whereof it is abſolutely 
impollible that he himſelf ſhould 
frame any manner of Idea, , not 
only of their Eſſence, but even of 
their Effects or Properties; But 
the Other may with the feaſt uſe 
of his Reaſon be aſſured of the 
Exiſtence of a Supreme Being by | 
undeniable Demonſtration , and 

may allo certainly know abun- 
dance of its Attributes, (as ſhall 
be made appear in the following 

Propoſitions, ) though its Ft: 

ſence be intirely incomprehenſſ ble. 
Wherefore nothing can be more 
Unreafonable and Weak, than for 
an Arheiſt upon this account to 
deny the Being of God, merely 
becaufe his weak and finite Un- 
derſtanding cannot Frame to it ſelf 
any Notion of the Subſtance or 
Eſlence of that F irſt and Supreme 
Cauſe. W. e are urterly ignorant 


ol 
* 
- © 
* 
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of the Suſtance or Eſſence of all 

other things, even of thoſe things 

which we converſe' moſt Ea 
with, and think | We underſtand 

belt. There is not ſo contemptible 

a Plant or Animal, that does not 
confound the moſt inlarged Under- 
ſtanding | upon Farth: Nay even 

the ſimpleſt and plineſt Py all in- 
animate Beings, ave their Eſſence . 10 
or Subſtance hidden from Us in inthe ...> 
deepeſt and moſt impenetrable Ob- 
(curity. How weak then and fool- 

ii is it to raiſe Objections againſt 

che Being of God, from tlie 8. 
compr chenſſ bleneſs of his Eſſencc 

and to repreſent. it as, a ſtrange 
and incredible thing, that there 
ſhould Exiſt any Incorporeal Sub- 
ſtance, the Effence of which we 
are. not able to Comprehend | * As 
if it were not far more ſtrange, 
that there ſhoufd exiſt number- 
leſs Objects of « our Senſes, hh 

ſu 


5 
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ſubject to our daily Inquiry, Search 


and Examination; and yet we not 
be able, no not in any meaſure, 
to find out the real Eſſence ox 
any one even of the leaſt of theſe 
Things. 

From what has been tad! pon 
this Head, we may obſerve, "8 

I ft. The W, eakneſs of 8. wh as 
bave preſs med to. intagin I; N finite 
Space to. be a juſt Repreſentation or 
adequate Idea of the E ſence of the 
Supreme Cauſe. This is a weak and 
fond Imagination, ariſing from 
hence, that Men uſi ing themſelves 
to Judge of all Things by their 
Senſes only, fancy Spiritual or 
Immaterial Subſtances , becauſe 
they are not Objects. of their Cor- 
poreal | Senſes, to be mere _ No- 
things; Juſt As Children imagin Air, 


| becauſe they cannot fee it, to be 


mere Emptineſs and Nothing. . But 
the Fallacy is too groſs, to Kere 
being 
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being Inſiſted upon. There are 
Numberleſs gy: in the 


tirely ee — impaflhle tc to 
be repreſented to our Imaginati- 
ons, as Colours are to a Man that 
was Born Blind, or Sounds to One 
that has been always Deaf : Nay, 
chere is no Subſtance in the World, 
of which we know : any thing Ges 
ther, than only, a certain Number 
Jof its Properties or Attributes; of 
hich we know fewer in ſome 
: things, and in Others more. Infi- 
| nite Space, is nothing elſe In 
an abſtra& Idea of Immenſity o 
Infinity; ; even as Infinite + ep 
Jon, is of Eternity: And it would 
bas not much leſs proper, to ſay 
that Eternity is the Eſſence of the 
Supreme Cauſe; than to ay, that 
Immenſity is ſo. Indeed they ſeem 
Both to be but Attributes of an 
Eſlence Incomprehenſible to Us; 
and 


50  A\ Demonſtration of the 
and when we indeavour to repres. 
ſent the real Subſtance of any Be 
ing whatſoever in our weak 'imaY 
ginatfons, we ſhall find out ſelves 
in like manner deccived. 4 

The Va- © 2dh.\'From hence appears the 
nityof the Vanity of the Schoolmem! lo a8 
n_ in other Matters, ſo in 1 Dif⸗ 
putes about the Self. Exiſtent Be. 
ing; when they come dt what 
they are by no means able to 
comprehend or ex plain leaſt they 
ſhould ſeem ignorant of any 
thing, they give us Terms of 
Art, and Words of Amuſement 
which under pretence of explain. 
ing the matter before them, ſeem 
really to have no manner the] Idea 
or Signification at all. Thus, 
when they tell us concerning the 
Eſſence of God, that He is Purus 
Aclus, mera forma, and the like; 
elde the Words have no Mean- 
ing, and ſignifie nothing; or elſe 


they 


6 [>> FR a | I 


Being 101 Al „ l of G od. 81 1 


they ex preſs only the Perfection 
of his Power, and other Attri- 
butes; e is not what theſe 
Men intend to expreſs by, them, 


V-- Thoug h *. 8 ub flance or E 5 That the | 
ſence of the & S6 E xiſtent Being, is it 72 _ 
ſelf abſolutely 1 ncomprebenſible to ug : ing muſt 
yet many of the Eſſential Attributes Eter- 
of his Nature are ſtrictly Demonſtra- 
ble, as well as his Exiſtence. Thus 
in "the firſt place the Self Exiſtent 
Being muſt of neceſſity be Eternal. 

The Idea's 5 Eternity and Self- 
Exiſtence are fo cloſely connected, 
that becauſe Something muſt of 
Neceſſity be Eternal Independently 
and without any outward Cauſe of its 
Being, therefore it muſt neceſſari- 
ly be Self. exiſtent; and becauſe 
it is impoſſible but Something muſt 
be Self: exiſtent, therefore it is 
neceſſary that it muſt likewiſe be 
©: 3 Eter- | 


82 "= — of my: 
Eternal. To be Self. exiſtent is hs 


1 


has been already ſhown) to Exiſt 


by an Abſolute Neceſſi ity in the 


Nature of the Thing it felt, Now 
this Neceſſity being Abſolute, and 
not depending upon any "thing 
External, muſt be always unaltera 
bly the lame; ; Nothing being alte- 
rable, but what is capable of being 
affected by Something without it 
ſelf. That Being therefore, which 
has no other Cauſe of its Exiſtence 
but the abſolute Neceſſity of its own 
Nature; muſt of Neceſſity have exi- 
ſted ee everlafting, without Be. 
ginning; and muſt of Neceſſity exiſt 
to everlaſting, without End. 


Of the As to the Manner of this Eter: 


Manner 
© owr | O88 Exiſtence, tis manifeſt it here- 


Concei- in infinitely tren the Manner 


wing the 
Etervit) of the Exiſtence of all Created 


of Ged. Beings ; even of ſuch as ſhall ex 


1ſt for ever; that whereas it is not 
pofſible for their finite Minds to 
comprehend 
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comprehend all that is paſt, or to 


underſtand perfectly all things that 
are at preſent, much leſs to know 
all that is future, or to have en- 
tirely in their Power any thing 
that is to come but their 
Thoughts, and 1 and 
Power, muſt of Neceſſity have de- 
grees and periods, and be ſucceſſive 
and tranſient as the Things Them- 
ſelves: The Eternal, Supreme 
Cauſe, on the contrary, (ſuppo- 
ſing him to be an Intelligent Being, 
which will hereafter be proved in 
_ Sequel of this Diſcourſe, ) 
aſt of Neceſſity have ſuch a per- 
Ty independent and unchange- 
able Comprehenſion of all things, 
that there can be no One Point 
or Inſtant of his Eternal Durati- 
on, wherein all Things that are 
paſt, preſent, or to come, will 
not be as entirely known and re- 
preſented to him in one ſingle 
G 2 Thought 
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Thought or View; andall Things tio 
preſent and future, be equally i Int 
tirely in his Power and Direction; an- 
as if there was really no Sueceſſion at co- 

all, but all Things were actually pre- © I { 
ſent at once. Thus far we can ſpeak inę 
Intelligibly concerning the Eternal Di 
Duration of the Self Exiſtent Being; ¶ ſup 
and no Atheift can lay that this is fo. 
an Impoſſible, Abſurd or Infutt- © be 
cient Account: It is, in the moſt iſ exp 
proper and intelligible Senſe of mar 
the. Words, to all the purpoſes of ¶ vine 
Excellency and Perfection, Inter- che! 
minabilis vitæ tota ſimul 2 perfecia Ane 
Poſſeſſo: The entire and perfe6s the 

Peoſſeſſeon of an endleſs Liſe. che 

Fithre- Others have ſuppoſed: that the dee! 

ſpe# to Difference between the Manner of ſen 

„, the Eternal Exiſtence of the Su- on 

preme Cauſe, and that of the Ex* ther 
iſtence of Created Beings, is this: I Lear 

That whereas the latter is a com leſs 

tinual tranſient Succeſſion of Dura Judy 

: Lion; | 
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tion; the former is one Point or 
Inſtant comprehending Eternity, 


and wherein all things are really 


co-· exiſtent. 


But this: Diſtinction 5 


I ſhall not now inſiſt upon; as be- 
ing of no uſe in the preſent 


Nene 
Ager 


Diſpute; 
ſuppoſſ ng 


ſo true, fer 11 would | 


be hard to prove and 


explain it in ſuch A 


manner, as ever to con- 
vince an Atheiſt that 


| coextendi] lineæ. 


there is any ching i in it: 


the one ban the 
Schoolmen have in- 


deed generally cho- 


ſen to defend it; ſo 


on the other hand, 
there * are many 


Learned Men of not 


leſs Underſtanding and 
judgment than they; 
1 8 


3 


lectorum 
as on 


* Crucem i ingenio fl. 
gere, ut rem capiat fu- 
gientem Captum. ——- 


Tam fier non poteſt. 


ut inſtans ¶ Tempora 
coexiſtat rei e hv#. 


quam impoſſibile eff 


punctum coexiſtere 
Luſus merus non intel - 
verborum. 
Gaſſoud. P byftc. bb. 1 
I ſhall not trouble 


you with the incon-. 


ſiſtent and unintelligi- 


ble. Notions of the 


Schoolmen ; that it 
[ the Eternity of God] 


s duratio tota ſimul, in 


which we are not to 
conceive any Succeſſi- 
on, but to imagine it 
in an Inſtant. We may 
as well conceive the 


Who 


7 2 _— a * 


Inmenſty of God to be who have reiected an; 4 
a Point, as his Eternity N —* rejected and 
to be an Hiſtant.— Oppole . 1 
And how that can bee 


; together, which muſt neceſſarily be imagined to be co- 
0 exiſtent to Succeſſions; let them that can, Conceive, 
4 Archbiſhop Tillotſon, V ol. 7. Serm. 13. eee 


Others ſay, God ſees and knows future things, by 
the preſentiality and co-exiſtence of all things in Eter- 
nity ; for they {ay that future things are actually pre- 
ſent and exiſting to God, tho' not in menſura propria, 
yet in menſura aliena. The School-Men have much 
more of this Jargon and canting Language; and T en- 
vy no Man the underſtanding theſe Phraſes; hut to 
me they ſeem to ſignifie nothing, but to have been 

Words invented by idle and conceited Men; which a 
great many ever ſince, leſt they ſhould ſeem to be ig: 
norant, would ſeem to underſtand : But Ewonder moſt, 

that Men,when they have amuſed and puzled themſelves 
and others with hard Words, ſhonld call this Explain- 
ing Things. Archbiſhop Tillotſon, Vol. 6. Serm. 6, - 
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og om The Idea of Infinity, as 
2 5 — c = Fa ; | 


Onmipre- nected with that of Self- Exiſtence, 
ent. that becauſe it is impoſſible but 
Something muſt be Infinite indepen- 
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dently and of it ſe for elſe it 
Ki be Wk 152 (Be ſhould 
be any * at all, unleſs an 
Effect could be perfekter than its 
Cauſe;) therefore it maſt of Neceſ- 
ſity be Self. exiſtent; and becauſe 
Something muſt of Neceſſit ty be 


Self- Exiſtent, therefore it is neceſ- 


ſary that it muſt likewiſe be Infi- 


| nite. To be Self- Exiſtent (as has 


been already ſhown,) is to Exiſt 
by an Abſolute Neceflity in the 


Nature of the Thing it felt : 
Now this Neceſſity being Abſo- 


lute in it ſelf, and not depending 
on any Guat wi Cauſe; tis evident 
it muſt be every where, as well as 
always, unalterably the ſame : For 
a Neceſſity which is not every 
where the fame, is plainly a Con- 
ſequential Neceſſity only, depen- 


ding upon ſome External Cauſe, 


and not an Abſolute one in its own 
Nature: For a Neceſſity abſolute- 
G4 ly 


88 A Demonſtration of the” 

V ſuch in it | ſelf, has no Rela- 
tion to Time or Place, or any thing 
elſe: Whatever therefore Exiſts 
by an Abſolute Neceſſity In its 

own Nature, muſt needs be Infi- 
nite as well as Eternal. To ſup- 
poſe a Finite Being, Selt-Exiſtent; 
is to ſay that it is a Contradiction 
for that Being not to Exiſt, the 
Abſence of which may yet 
conceived without a Contradicti- 
on: which is the greateſt Abſur- 
dity in the World: For if a Be- 
ing can without a Contradiction 
be abſent from One Place, it may 
without a Contradiction be abſent 
likewiſe from another Place, and 
from all Places: And whatever 

Neceſſity it may, have of Exiſting, 

muſt ariſe from ſome External 
Cauſe, and not abſolutely from 
it ſelf; and conſequently the Be- 
ing, cannot be Seli-Exiſtent. 


From 


” 3 \ 
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From hence it follows, 
6 1K. That the Infinity y of "RY 
elt Exiſtent Being, mult be an 
s I Infinity of Fulneſs as well as of 
hiumenſity; that is, it muſt not only 
be without Limits, but alſo without 
; WM Drverſety, Defect, or  Titerruption. 
For Inſtance * Could matter be 
2 Wl {uppoſed Bonndleſs, 1t would not 
2 I therefore follow that it was in 
- WW this compleat Senſe Trfinite 3 ; be- 
cauſe though it had no Limits, 
yet it might have within it ſelf 
any aſſignable Vacuities. But now 
5 whatever 1s Self. Exiſtent, muſt of 
t Neceſſity Exiſt abſolutely 1 in every 
| Wl Place alike, and be equally pre- 
bent every where; and conſe- 
quently muſt have a true and abſo- 
lute Infinity, both of Dumenſity 
and Fulneſs. 
- 2dly. From hence it follows, 
that the Self Exiſtent Being, mul? 
be 4 moſt Simple, Unchangeable, 
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we find in Matter. 


by e Separation, 
2 partial Apprebending, but a re- 
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I, ncorruptible Being, without, Parts 
Figure, Motion, Diviſe bility, or 
any other ſuch Properties 2 
For al 
theſe things do plainly and ne- 
ceſſarily imply Finiteneſs in their 
very Notion, and are utterly in- 


conſiſtent with complete Infinity, 


a ſeparation of 


(meaning 


ow barely 


Diwviſebility 1 
Parts, real or 3 


moving, disjoining, or ſeparating 
Parts one from another in the Ima. 
gination;) and any ſuch Separati 
on or Removing of Parts, 1s really 
or mentally a ſetting Donde j 
either of which, deſtroys Infinity, 
Motion tor che. {ame reaſon im- 
plies Finiteneſs: And to have 
Parts, properly ſpeaking, fi gnihes 
either Difference and Diverſity ty of 
Exiſtence ; which is anti 


with a ; or elle it ſignifies 
Divi- 


B, 


Div 
fore 
com 
Chai 
imp. 
Part 
man 
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Diviſibility, real or mental as be- 

fore, which is inconſi {tent _ 
complete Infinity. Corruption 5 
Change, or any e whatſoever, 
implies Motion, Separation of 


Parts, and E meſs. And any 


manner of Compoſition, in oppoh- 
tion to the moſt perfect Simplicity, 
f gnifies Difference and Diverfity 
in the manner of Exiſtence; which 
15 inconſi ſtent with Neceſſity. | 
Tis evident therefore, that the Of the 
Self. Exiſtent Being W l be Infi- r aeg 


nite in the ſtricteſt and moſt complete Concei- 
Senſe. But now as to the particu- 978 th: 


menſi- 


In 
lar Manner of his being Infinite or hi 


every where preſent, in oppoſition 
to the manner of Created Things 


being preſent in ſuch or ſuch fi- 


nite places: It is as impoſſible for 
our finite Underſtandings, to com- 
prebend or explain; as it is for 
us to form an adæquate Idea of 
Infinity ; Yer that the thing is 


true, 
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and good Purpoſes, is this: That 
4 whereas all Finite and Created Be- 


finite; which no Man who has 


the Immenſity of God is a Point 


ſafely affirm, and which no Athe- 
iſt can ſay is abſurd, and which 


poreal Beings even in that On 


* 


A — f 0 Be 


true, "our he 1s actually Omnipre, the 
ſent, are as certain as we ate ¶ and 
that mal muſt Something be In- com} 


thought upon theſe things at all, 
ever demed. The Schoolmen 1. 
deed have preſumed to aſſert, that 


as his Eternity is an Inſtant. But 


this being altogether Unintelligi. 
ble; That which we can more 


neverthelets is ulfietent to all wiſe 


ings, can be preſent but in One 
delle Place at Once; and Cor- 


place very imperfectly and unequal- 
iy, to any Purpoſe of Power or 
Activity, only by the Succeſſive 
Motion of different Members and 
Organs: The Supreme Cauſe he 

the 


| Being and 3 of God. 9 4 


the contrary, being an Infinite 
and moſt Simple Eſſence, and 
comprehending all things perfe&- 
ly in himſelf, is at all times equal- 
[y preſent , ' both in his Simple 
Eſſence, and by the Immediate — 


perfect Exerciſe of all his Attri- 


butes, to every Point of the Bound- 
leſs Immentity, as if it were really 
all but one Single Point. 


VII. The 5 Self Exiſten Being, That the 
muſt of Neceſſety he but One. This S. HEx- 


evidently follows from his being Ker 1 


Neceſſarily-Exi flent.. For Neceſſity but One. 


Abſolute 3 in it ſelf, is Simple and 


Uniform, r any poſſible 


Differences or Variety: And all 


Variety or Difference of Exiſtence, 


muſt needs ariſe from ſome Exter- 
nal Cauſe, and be dependent upon 
it. For to ) ſuppoſe. two (or more) 
N Natures exiſting of them- 

| ſelves 


9 A. A Demonſtration of 55 B 
e neceſſarily, and ge ] 
from each other; implies this 
plain Contracliction; that each of Ii an 
them being independent from the Fos 
other, they may either of them ¶ un 
be ſuppo ſed to exiſt alone, ſo that it Int. 
will be no contradiction to imagine 
the other not to exiſt, and con- 
ſequently neither of chem will be 
Neceſſarily-Exiſting. Wharloever 
therefore exiſts neceſſarily, is the 
One Simple Eſſence of the Self. Ex- 
iſtent Being: and whatſoever 
differs from that, is not Neceſſi- 
rily-Exiſting : Becnuſe in abſo⸗ 
lute Neceſſity there can be no 
Difference or Diverſi ity of Exiſt 
ence. Other Beings | there may 
be innumerable | beſides the One 
Infinite Self-Exiſtent : But no O- 
ther Nature can be Self- Exiſtent, 
becauſe ſo it would be individually 
the fame, at the ſame time that it 


18 ſuppoſed to be different, 
Prom 
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10 hence i it follows, 


That the Unity of God, 15 07 the 
an n of Nature or E ence « Trinity, 


For of Thi it 1s that we mult. be 
underſtood, if we would argue 
Inelligibly, when we ſpeak of Ne- 
ceſſity or Self. Exiſtence. As to 
the Divverſity of Perſons in that One 
and the 2 — 10 ang That is; 
whether in the Unity of the Di- 
vine Nature, there may not co- 
exiſt wth: the Furſt. Supreme 
Cauſe, ſuch Emanations from it, 
as may themſelves be equally E. 
ternal, Infinite, and Perfect, by 
an abſolute Ke complete Commu 
| nication of all the Divine Attri- 
butes in an infinite and perfect de- 
gree, excepting only that of 1 
Origination: Of this, I lay; 

there is nothing in hen Reaſon, 
by which it can be demonſtrated 
that there is actually any ſuch 
thing; o neither is there any 
Argument, 


* 


Be 
ſten 
but 
that 
#nd 
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ternd 
| Nece, 
juſt 
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clude 
all 
difte1 
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ADNAN by which it can be 
proved impoſſible or unreaſonable 
to be ſuppoſed; and therefore when 
declared and made known to us by 

clear Revelation, it * to be 
believe. v 28 
The In-. 2dly. From hence it follows 
_ "That it is impoſſable there ſhould 1 
Indepen- two d ifſerent Self-exiſtent Independent 
_ . Principles, as ſome Philoſophers have 
28 imagined; ſuch as God and Matter. 
For * Self Exiſtence is Neceſ- 

ſary Exiſtence; and ſince it is 


an exprels Contradiction (as has 


already been ſhown) that two Marl 
different Natures ſhould each be Wnels 
Neceſfarily-exilting ; 98 _— none 


plain 
: OW 
and 
ther 
of NM 
ttri 
we h 


follows, that tis abſolutely im 
poſſible there ſhould be Two 
een Self. exiſtent Prin: 

_ . Ciples, tuch as God and Matter.” 

The By. 34ly. From hence we may Se 
ror of the Vanity, Folly and Weaknels of 
. en y Who becauſe Self. exi. 
{rent 
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be ſtent Nature muſt neceſſarily be 


le but One, concludes from thence, 

en that the whole World, 25 
nd every thing con- Una ſubſtantia non 
be of enn * On poteſt product ab alia. 
F 60 tamed therein, * ne Ethic. Par. I. Prop. 6. 
ME Oniform Subſtance, E- Ad naturam ſubſtan- 
8 7 70 „ tiæ pertinet exiſtere. 
's, WW ternal, Vncreuted and 


„„ | 
Neceſſary 2 Whereas R Deum nulla 


juſt on the contrary dari, ul  concipi pe 


ve Ihe ought to have con- 14. 
. eluded, that becauſe 
. Hall things in the World are very 


different one from another, and have 
all manner of Variety and all the 
Marks of Will and Arbitrari- 
nels and Changeableneſs, (and 
none of Neceſſity) in them, being 
plainly fitted with very different 
Powers to very different Ends, 


End diſtinguiſhed one from ano- 
fer by a diverſity; not only 
© ef Modes, but alſo of eflential 
attributes, and conſequently (if 


ve have any Knowledge at all of | 
H them) 


98 A Demonſtration of the. 
them) of their Subſtances! them- 
ſelves alſo; therefore none of theſe i 
things are neceſſary or Self-exiſtent, 
but muſt needs depend all upon ſom 
External Cauſe, that is, on the One Sy 
preme, Vnchangeable, & el exiſtent he 
ing. That which led Spinoxaà into his 
fooliſh and deſtructive Opinion, and 
on which alone all his Argumentation 
is entirely built, is that abſurd De: 


I Per ſubſtantiam In- 
telligo id, quod in ſe 
eſt, & per fe. concipi- 
tur; hoc eſt, id cujus 
conceptus non indiget 
conceptu alterius rei, 
a quo formari debeat. 


Defmtio 3. Which pre- 
ſently after he thus ex- 
plains : Ad naturam 


fubſtantiæ pertinet Ex- 
iſtere, hoc eſt, ipfius 
eſſentia involvit neceſ- 
ſario exiſtentiam. E- 


thic. Par. I. Prop. 7. 


whole Doctrine built upon it, 
falls at once to the Ground: Ot 


finition of Subſtance; 
7 that it 5 Something, 
the Idea of which dai 
not depend on, or pit 
ſuppoſe, the Idea of ay 
other thing, from whit 
it might proceed; but 
includes in it ſelf Ne 
Ce 11 ary-exiſtence. Which 
Definition is either 
falſe and ſignifies no 
thing; and then by 


nl 
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if it be true; then neither Mat. 
ter, nor Spirit, nor any He 
Being whatfoever, (as has been 
before ſhown) is in that Senſe 
properly a Subſtance , but (the 
e the Self-exiſtent Being alone; 
and ſo it will prove Nothing : 
( notwithſtanding all his Show 
and Form of Demonſtration 5 3 
his main Purpoſe; which was, to 
make us believe that there is no 
ſuch Thing as Power or Liberty 
in the Univerſe, bnt 
that * every particular 4 * Res nullo alio mo- 
TY _ o, neq; alio ordine, a 
thing iN the Wor Id 1s Deo product potuerunt, 
by an Abſolute Ne- quam productæ - ſunt. # 
ceſſity juſt what it is, _ ON = 
and could not poſſibly have been 
in any reſpect otherwiſe : Suppo- 
bng, I fay, his Definition of Sub- 
ſtance to be true ; yet even That 
would really conclude nothing to 
his main Purpoſe concerning the Ne- 
ON ccfliry of all Things: For ſince, 
H 2 
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100 A Demonſtration of the N = 
according to that Definition, nei. 
ther Matter nor Spirit nor any 

Finite Beings whatſoever , are 
Subſtances, but only Modes; how 
will it follow, that becauſe Sub- 
ſtance is Self exiſtent, therefore 
all theſe Modes are ſo too Why, 

-__ |: ©". -" becaule + e, 

+ Ex neceſſitate di- finite Cauſe, Infinite 
vinæ naturæ infinita in- FR: wa 4 L 
finitis modis (hoc eſt, He muſt needs fo 
omnia quæ ſub intelle- ſow. Very true; ſup- 


Qum infer n ping, Thar iche 
p16. Self. exiſtent Cauſe, not 
to be a Voluntary, but 

a mere Neceſſary Agent, that is, 

no Agent at all ; Which Suppo- | 

fition (in the preſent Argument 

is the Queſtion begged ; And 

what he afterwards attempts to 

allege in proof of it, ſhall 4 
zerwards be conſidered in its pro- 


per place. 


VIII. Th 


he 
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VIII. The Sele E xjftent go or.. That the 
ginal Cauſe of all things, muſt be Self ow: 
an Intelligent Being. In this Pro- . fp 
poſition lies the main Queſtion be- be Heli. 
tween us and the Atheiſts. Forst. 
that Something muſt be Self- Ex- 
iſtent; and that That which is 
Self Exiſtent, muſt neceſſarily be 
Eternal and Infinite and the Ori- 
ginal Cauſe of all things; „ will 
not bear much diſpute. But all 


Atheiſts, whether they hold the 


World to be of it ſelf Eternal both 


as to the Matter and Form, or 
whether they hold the Matter on- 
ly to be Neceſſary and the Form 
Contingent, or whatever Hypo- 
theſis they frame; have always aſ- 
ſerted and muſt maintain, either 
directly or indirectly, chat the 
Self. Exiſtent Being is not an In- 
telligent Being, but either pure 


unactive Matter, or (which 1 in o- 
— = ther 
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"Har Words is the very lame ching) 
a mere Neceſfary Agent. 
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For a 


mere Neceſſary Agent muſt of ne · 


gent; 


| 5 ceſſity either be plainly and direct 


ly in the groſſeſt Senſe Unintelli. 
which was the antient A- 


| Thad Notion of the Self. Ex iſtent 


Being: or elle its Intelligence 
C which is the aſſertion of Spinozs 


and ſome Moderns,) muſt be 


wholly ſeparate from any Power 


of Will and Choice; 


which in 
Reſpect of any Excellency and 


Perfection, or indeed to any com- 


mon Senle at all, is the Very, ſam 
thing. 
Now that the Sell Exiteat, Be: | 


ing, 15 not ſuch a Blind and Unin- 


telligent Neceſſity, but in the moſt 
proper Senſe an Underſtanding and 
really Active Being; cannot in- 


deed be Demonſtrated ſtrictly and 


properly 4 priori; becauſe we 
know not wherein intelligence con- 
fiſts 


| ble Arguments to prove that the 


are manifeſtly. in Things, various Bere, 
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fiſts, nor can ſee the immediate 
and neceſſiry Connection of it with 
Self- Ex iſtence, as we can that of 
Eternity, Infinity, Unity, Sec. But 
2 poſteriori, almoſt every thing in 
the World Demonſtrates to us this 
great Truth, and affords undenia- 


World, and all things therein, 
are the Effects of an Intelligent 
and Knowing Caule. et 
And 18, Since in general thei Na 
kinds of Powers and very differ- of Taf. | 


ent Excellencies and Degrees of 75535 2 


Perfection; it muſt needs be, that ,,, PA 


in the Order of Cauſes and Effects, Order of 
he Cauſe muſt always be more c 
Excellent than the Effect; and fed 
conſequently the Self. Exiſtent Be- 

ing, whatever That be Suppoſed to 

be, muſt of neceſſity (being the 


Original of all things) contain in 
it ſelf the Sum and higheſt Degree 


H 4 of 
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El of all the Perfections of al 
things. Not becauſe that which 
= 18 Self. Exiſtent, muſt therefor 
= have all pofſi ble Perfections 
Uk (For This, though moſt cer. 
tainly true 105 it ſelf, yet can 
not be ſo clearly demonſtrated 
4 priori 05 But becauſe it i; 
mpo flible that any effect ſhould 
—.— any Perfection, which was 
not in the Caule : For: if it had 
then that Perfection would be 
cauſed by Nothing ; 511 which 1s 1 
flat Contradiction. Now | an 
Unintelligent Being, tis evident, 
cannot be indued with all the Per 
fections of all things in the 
World. All things therefore car 
not ariſe from an Unintelligen 
Original: and conſequently the 
Self Exiſtent Being, muſt of Ne 
ai be Intelligent. 


There 
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al There is no Poſſibility for an 
ich Atheiſt to avoid the dene of this 
Argument any other way, than 
by aflertmg one of theie two 


things Either that there is no 
an. Intelligent Being at all in the Uni- 
ed verſe ; or that Intelligence is no | 
1 diſtin Perfection, but merely a 
ald Compoſition of Fi igure and Moti- 
va on, as Colour and Sounds are ſup- 
ad poſed. to be. Of the former of 
be which, every Mans own Conſci- 
8 2 oufte! is an abundant Confutation: 
al And that the latter, (in which 
nt, the main ſtrength of Atheiſin lies „ 
er is moſt abſurd and impoſſible 
the ſhall be ſhown immediately : 
ar Which nevertheleſs if it could be 
en ſuppoſed ro be True, yet that 
the even upon That Suppoſition ir 

would ſtill follow that the Self. 


Exiſting Being muſt needs be Inu. 
telligent; ſhall be proved in my 
4th "Argument upon this preſent 

Head. 


ere 
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EN Head. In the mean time, Fein 
it is moft abſurd and impoſſible 
to ſuppoſe Intelligence not to be ¶ the) 

diſtinct Perfection, properly by 
ta but merely a Compoſt ing. 
tion of Unintelligent Figure and be : 
Motion; will appear from what I can 
ſhall be "da 1n the enſuing. Ar- thre 
gument, which is Tru 

Fremthe 20). Since in Man in particular mer 

3 there is undeniably that Power, imp 
in crea- Which we call Thought, Intelli. OI 
"ag gence, Conſciouſneſs, Perception No" 
1 Knowledge; chere muſt of Nis © 
Neceſſity either have been from I '<2« 
Eternity without any Original Cauſe Ger 

at all, an infinite Succeſſion of Ane 
Men, whereof no one has had à imp 
Neceſſ, ary, but every one a Dependent {tra 

and Communicaied Being; or elle Sen 
theſe Beings, indued with Per- fed 
ception and Conſciouſneſs, muſt | Co 

at ſome time or other have a- au 


riſen purely out of that which ind 
had 


can deny 


3.4 8 4 


* 
39 A 


had nd ſuch Quality as Senſe, Per. 


Ffpcion or Conſciouſneſs ; or elſe 


they muſt. have been prod uced 


by ſome Intelligent Superiour Be- 


ing. There never was nor can 
be any Atheiſt whatſoever, that 
hut that One Py theſe 
three Supps Itions muſt be the 
Truth: II therefore the two for- 
mer can be proved to be falſe and 
impoſſible, the latter muſt be 
owned to be De monſtrably true. 
Now that the firſt is impoſſible, 
is evident from what has been 5 
ready ſaid in proof of the Second 
General Head of this Diſcourſe. 
And that the ſecond is likewiſe 
impoſſible ; may be thus Demon- 
ſtrated. 1 Perception or Intelli- 
gence, be a diſtin} Quality or Per: 
fection; and not a mere Effect or 
Compolition of Unintelligent Fi- 
gure and Motion; then Beings 


indued with Perception and Con- 
| ſciouſ- 
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3 can never have ariſen 
purely out of that which had 10 
uch Quality as Perception. Or 
Conſciouſneſs ; ' becauſe. nothing 
can ever give to another any Per. 
fection, that it hath not either 
actually 1 in it ſelf, org t 
higher degree : But Perception Or 
Intelligence, is a diſtinct Quality 
or Perfection; and not a meer 
Effect or Compoſiti tion of Unintelh: 
gent Figure and Motion. 
if Perception or Intelligence, be any 
real, diſtinct Quality or P erfeStion 
LIN not a mere Effeci or Compoſition 
o Dnintelligent Figure and Motion; 
en Beings indued with Perception 
* , Coalcionſuels can never poſſe zbly 
have ariſen purely out of that which 
it ſelf had no ſuch Quality as Per- 
ception or Conſciouſneſs ; becauſe 
nothing can ever give to LON any 
Perfection, that it hath not either 
l in it ſelf, or at leaſt in 4 
| ig 
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higher degree. This is very evi- | 
dent ; becauſe if any thing could 

give another any Perfection which 

it has not it ſelf, that Perfection 
would be cauſed abſolutely by 
Nothing; which is a flat Contra- 
dition. If any one here replies, 
Letter to Mr. Blount, ) that Co- 1 
lours, Sounds, Taſte, and the 186. : 
like, ariſe from Figure and Moti- 

on, which have no ſuch Qualitics 

in themſelves ; or that Figure, 
Diviſibility, and other Qualities 

of Matter are confeſſed tobe given 

it by God, who yet cannot with- 

out extreme Blaſphemy be ſaid to 

have any ſuch Qualities himſelf; 

and that therefore in like manner Per. 

| ception or Þ Intell» _ 


+If with one of (i- 


that which has no In- would infer that the 

8 74 Th. whole muſt have Un- 
telligence 1 ſelf: The derſtanding, becaute 
Anſwer is very eaſſe: ſome Portions of it are 


firſt} 


(as Mr. Gildon has done in a- Orac: 


gence may ariſe out of ,,,. Dialogiſts they 


2 — 


110 "A Demonfation mY WE = 
| # | Intelligent; re we firſt , That Coloin bi 
A may retort with the o- Soun ds, 'Ta lte, an 


= NR _ ther Speaker in Cicero, 
7 "Qhat by the ſame Argu- : the like; are 85 Fi ſu 


ment, the Whole muſt means Effects atiff 1 he 


5-4 
r = = 
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be a Courtier, a Muſi- 
Gian, a Dancing-Ma- from mere Figure a 


| _ 1E 10 P _ Motion : 1 there being ba 
r nothing g in the Bodies ſo 
Toland's Letter, Motion themſelves, | the Ob: ge 
eſſential to Matter. e jets. oo the Senſes, as 
the has any manne; MY ſti 

of inen to any of theſe 5 
lities; 3 but they | are plainly lik 
Thoughts or Modifications of che Un 
Mind it ſelf, which is an Tntelli- on 
gent Being; and are not properly 
Cauſed, but only Occaſi roned, by un 
the Impreſl! ions of Figure and Mo- 
tion: Nor will it at all help an er 
Atheiſt (as to the preſent Queſti- be 
on, ) though we make for, his 
fake (that we may allow him the ec 
greateſt poſſible Advantage) even an 
Thar moſt abſurd Suppot ſition, (as 
that the Mind it ſelf i 1s nothing 81 


but 
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but mere Matter, and not at all 

an [mmateria] nee; For even 
ſuppoſing it to be mere Matter, yet 

he muſt needs confeſs it to be ſuch 
Matter, as is indued not only witn 
bare F. igure and Motion, but al- 
ſo with the Quality of Intelli- 
gence and tos ; and then, 
as to the preſent Queſtion, it will 
ſill come to the fan thing; 
that Colours, Sounds, and the 
like, which are not Qualities of 
Unintelligent Bodies, but Percepti- 
ons of Mind, can no more be 
cauſed by, or ariſe from, mere 
Unintelligent Figure and Motion, 
than Colour can be a Triangle, 
or Sound a Square, or Somethin 
be cauſed by Nothing. And then, 
as to the Second Part of the Ob- 
jection; that Figure, Divifibility, 
and other Qualities of Matter are 
(as we our ſelves acknowledge) 
given it by God, who yet cannot 
| with- 


A 1 Denionſtratial of the 


15 extreme Blaſphemy be 


ſaid to have any ſuch Qualitics 


himſelf; and that therefore in 
like manner Perception or Intelli 
gence may ariſe out of that which 


has no Intelligence it ſelf; The 


Anſwer is ſtill eaſier; That Fr. 


gure, Diviſibility, and other ſuck 
like Qualities of Matter, are not 


real, proper, diſtin& and Poſitive 
Powers, but only Negative Qua- 
lities, n or Imperfections; 0 


and tho no Cauſe can communicate 


to its Effect any real perfection 
which it has not it ſelf, yet the Effect 
may eaſily have many Imperfecti 
ons Or Negative Qualities which 


are not in the Cauſe. Though 


therefore Figure, 
the like, 
tions, as all Limitations are ,) may 


be 15 the Effect, and not in the 


Cauſe; 
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viſibility and 


(which are mere Nega- 


yet Intelligence, (which 
We now inppole, and {hall prove 
imme. 


Y + 


Being and Attridtes of God. 11 3 
ately, to be a diſtinet . Fa 


Quality; and which o Man can 
lay is a mere Negation; ) cannot 
poſſibly b be ſo. And now, having 
thus demonſtrated}; "that: if Percep- 
tion or Intelligence - be ſuppoſed to 
be a diftinict Quality or Fer fection, 
(ckougl even but of Matter only, 
if the Atheiſt pleaſes, and not 
mere Effect or Compoſition of 
Unintellipent 1 Figure and Motion; 
then Beings indued with Percepti. 
on or 'Conſciouſnels, can never 
have riſen purel; PAY of * 
which had no Ay Quality 
perception or Conſciouſneſs : 5 be. 
cauſe nothing can ever give to an- 
other any Perfection, Which! it has 
not it {elt ; It will af ily appear; 
ſecondly; That Pe erception or Intel. 
wary 15 really ſuch a dliſtiuct Qua- wy 
lity or Ferfection; and not poſſibiy a 
mere Effect or Compoſitioh of Unit: 


W Figure and Motion ö And 
* that 


114 4 Demonſtration of the 
that for . this plain Reaſon; H; be⸗ 
cauſe Intelligence 3s bt Fi igute, 
and Conſciouſneſs is not Motion 

For whatever can ariſe. fi from, | or 
be compounded of any Things z 
ſtill only thoſe very Things, 0 
which it was compounded. ; 555 
if infinite : Compohtions. or Diviß 
ons be made eternally, the Thing 
will ſtill be but Cats the ſame 
And all their poſſible. Elec, © car 
never be any thing but , Repetiti 
ons of the ſame. . For inſtance 
All poſſible Changes, Compoſit 
ons or Diviſions of Figure ,, ate 
ſtill nothing but Figure 2 And all 
poſſible Compoſitions or Effed of 
Motion, can cternally be n. 
i but mere Motion. If therefore there 
40 ever was a Time, when there was 16: 
171 thing in the Univerſe but Mattel 
and e there never con ld haxe 
been any thing elſe therein, but 
Matter and Motion: And it would 
a have 
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have been as impoſſible , "there 
| ſhould ever have exiſted any ſuch 
thing : a8 Intelligence or Conſciouſ- 
neſs 3," or even any, ſuch thing as 
Light," | or Heat, 'or Sound, of Co- 
lour, or any. of thoſe We call I 
ondary Qualities of Matter ; 2 
it is now impoſſible f for Motion 6 
be Blue or Red, or for A Trian- 
ang ple 10, be transformed into a 
und. That W uch has been apt 
to deceiyxe Men in this matter, is 
this {gp N that they imagine Com- 
pounds to be meet really 

different from that of Which chey 

are compounded ; Which ' a. 
very y great Miſtake. For all the 
Things, of which Men ſo judge ;_ 
either, if they be really different, 

are not Compounds nor Effects of 
what Men judge them to be, 190 
are mfg totally diſtin&; 

when the Vulgar, thinks Cold 


and Sounds to be Properties Inhe- 
— —_ 
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rent in Bodies, when indeed they 
are purely Thoughts of the! Mind: 
Or elle, if they 'be really . Com. 
pounds ad Effect, then they are 


not different, but exact. ly the ſame 
that ever they were; as when two 


Triangles put together make a 
Square, that Square is ſtill nothing 
but two Triangles ; or when a 
Square cut in De makes. two 
Triangles ,. thoſe two "Triangles 
are ſtill only the two halves of 
a Square; or when the mixture 
of Blew a Yellow Powder makes 
aGreen, that Green is ſtill nothing 
but Blew and Yellow intermixed, As 
1s plainly vil ble by the help of Mi 
croſcopes: And, in hen every 
thing by Compolic tion, Dia on, 


or Motion; is nothing elle but the 


very ſame it was before, taken ei- 
ther in whole or by Parts, Or in 


different place or Firms Mr. 


Hobbs ſeems to have been aware 


of 
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of this: And therefore, thoughhe 
is very ſparing, and as it were a. 
ſhamed to ſpeak out; yet finding 
himſelf preſſed in bs own Mind 
with the Difficulty | ariſing from 
the Impollibility of Senſe or Con- 
ſciouſneſs being merely the Ef- 
fect of Figure and Motion; and 
it not ſerving his Purpoſe be all, 
(were the thing never ſo poſlible,) 

to ſuppoſe that God by an imme- 
diate and voluntary Act of his AF 
mighty Power indues certain. Sy- 
ſtems of Matter with Conſciouſ- 
neſs and Thought, (of which O- 
pinion I ſhall have occaſion to 
peak ſomewhat more hereafter 3) 
| he is forced & to re- 

dts fuiſſe Philo- 

cur to that prodigi- - ſophos quoſdam, eoſ- 

ouſly abſurd Suppoſi- demq; vires do@os, qui 


corpora - omnia Senfu 
tion, that All Matter, prodita eſſe ſuſtinue- 


as Matter, 15 ed runt: nec video, ſi na- 


tura ſenfil onis in rea» 
a only with Figure ctione ſola collocare- 


and a Capacity of Mo- tur, quomodo refutarj © 
12 | tion, : 


on 
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poſimt. Sed tf ex rea- tion, but alſo 
ctione etiam corporum 


aliorum phantaſma ali- an aftual Senſe gr be 
quod nafceretür, illud ception; and. Wan 


tamen remoto objecto 5 
ſtatim ceſſaret: Nam only the Organs an 


niſi ad en 0 1 of 1 
remoto obiatty 57 apta Pa N 
habeant Sana, ut tion. 1 EL lol 
habent Animalia; ita 

tantum ſentient, ut nungheiniſind 1 05 lata dal 

Senſioni ergo, quz vulgo ita appellatur, ae 
hæret Memoria, AG. 1 5 Phy TY Go * 4,12 
Seca. 5. ſe | 18 75 TIF 848 
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dern Writers; 
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all upon it. I ſhall only at this 
Time 'make this One Obſervation: 
That whereas Des Cartes and others 

have indeayoured ito give a Pob- 
ble Account,; ;how::the World 
might be formed by the Necellary 
7 Ol. Motion al they have 


king, really aneant no more, than 
to explain Fhiloſophically how the 
inanimate; part, that is, infinitely 


the leaſt confiderable; p art of the 


World, might bolſbly have been 
framed; For as to Plants and A- 
nimals, in which the Wiſdom of 


che Creator principally - appears; 


they have never in any tolerable 
manner, or with any the leaſt appear- 
ance of Succeſs, pretended to give 
an Account, how They were orig: 
nally F ormed. In theſe Things, Mat- 
ter and the Laws of Motion, are 
able to do nothing at all: And 
how ridiculous the En Hy- 

V's potheſis | 
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"pas; is, of the Farth-prody. 
cing them all at firſt by chance; 
| {beſides that I think it is now giver | 
up, even by all Atheifts;) appeat: 0 
from the late Diſcovery made in in. 
Philoſophy, that there is no ſach an 
thing as equivocal Generation nu 
of any the meaneſt Animal or an 
Plant z the Sun ank Earth and 
Water, ahd all / the'Powers'of Ni 
ture in Conjunction, being able to 
do nothing at all towards the pro 
Th ducing any thing ine ued with ſo 
much as even a Vegetable Life 
(From which moſt excellent Dif: 
covery, we may by the hy obſerve 
the Uſefulneſs of Natural and Fx: 
perimental Philoſophy, {ſometimes 
even in Matters of Religion. , 
Since therefore things ate thus, 
muſt unavoidably be granted 6 e. 
ven by the moſt Obſtinate Atheilt,) 
either that all Plants and Aniinak 
are originally the Work of an 
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Intelligent Being, „ and Created 
by him in Time; or that "having 
been from Eternlt ) Et the ſame 5 
2 5 and Nethod* they how are 
they Are an Fan Effect "of 
- Eterhal Intelligent Cauſe conti- 
nually* ekerting his Infinite Power 
and 'WiſJom ; „ Or elſe that with- 
out att Selk exiſtent” Original at 
all , they.” have been defived one 
from 1 nother in an Eternal Sc. 
ceflic ion, by an infinite Frogreſs of 
Dependent Cauſ 8: The firſt of 
theſe three ways, is the Conclufi; 
on we aſſert: The ſecond, (ſo 
far as the Cauſe of Atheiſm 3 is con- 


cerned,) comes to the very ſame 


thing: And the third 1 have al- 
ready ſhown, (in the Proof of 
the Second General Head of 
this PDiſcourſe,) to be abſo- 


lutely Impoſſi ble a a Contra: 
dion. 


lh, 


15 TA „ 


12 


From tbe 
Original 


of Moti- 
ou. 


1 reaſonable; and 7 


and Motion 


ty, a 


4 Denne ation of 105 


e, Suppoſing it, e 

f ble Va th ag Bigg of x SW Jord 
and all che Viible things conta 
ed therein, with the O Order, Beau 
nde 1 Ki e of their 
Farts; pay, u t ven 
Intell 9 88 it f. 6 "wich Conſt K 
ouſnels 040 Though . in all che 
Beings. We. Know, N ſſihly 
be the Reſult or F Þ 


mere 


Upuntell: ent Matt urc and 
Motion BY hich e 
ep 
tion in. dhe Worl Yet "YN 
ſtill there would remain an unde 
niable Demonſtration, that 
Self. exiſtent Being, (Whatever! it be 
ſuppoſed to be,) mult be Intelli: 
gent. For even theſe Principles 
chemſelyes 7 Unintelligent Figure 
could never have 
poſſibly. exiſted without theke ha- 
ving been before them an Intel 
ligent Cauſe. ] inſtance in Motion. 


"Tis 


Unintefligent Macter, and that at 
Reſt, tis mani 


Be ack and So of © 


Tis evident there is Now lach a a 
thing as Motion in the World: 
Which either, began at ſome Tame | 
or other, ar vas Eternal: If it be- 
gan at any 1 Tame, chen the-Queſion 
1s granted, that. c be, Firſt auie 8 
an. Intelligent Being; x For 1 


nifeſt could never of 
it elf, begin to Move: On the 
contrary, if Motion was Eternal 
either it was Ecernally cauſed, by 
ſome Eter nal Intelligent Being; 

or it muſt of it ſelf be Neceflary- 

and Self exiſtent; or elſe; — a 
out any Necellity in its own Na- 
ture , and without any External 
Neceſſary Cauſe, it muſt have 
exiſted from Eternity by an End- 
leſs Succeſſive Communication: If 
Motion was eternally Cauſed by 1 
lome Eternal Intelligent. png z 

this alſo is granting the Queſtion, 


33 to the preſent Diſpute, - If it 


Was 


was: it ſelf Neceſſary and Sell 


exiſtent; then it Ces!" that it 


muſt be a Contradiction in Terms 
to ſuppoſe any Matter to be a 
Reſt; And it muſt alſo imply 


Contradiction, to ſuppoſe thut 
thee might poſ tbly have been ori. 


ginally more or leſs Motion in the 
Univerſe than- -there actually was 
which is lo very abſurd a "Cons 
quence , that Spinoxa himſel 
thoughhe exptelly aſſerts all Thi Ng: 
to be Neceſſary, e 

x Seim Ethie. Rr ſeems aſhamed * 0 
1 T. Ws id peak ont his C Opinio, 
Lemma z. or rather plainly con. 
tradicts himſelf in the 
Queſtion: about the Original of 
Motion: But if it be ſaid that 
Motion, without any Neceſſit) 
in its own Nature, and without 
any External Neceſſary Cauſe, has 
exiſted from Eternity, merely: by 
an Endleſs Succeſlive Communica- 
tion; 


emon nftration of the. \ 


tion; 


ſeems to aſſert; 
[ have before ſhown, 


poſition of this Diſ⸗ 


courſe,) 
Contradiction. 


to be a flat 
It re- 


mains therefore, that 
Motion muſt a Neceſſity 


+ Corpus motum 


1 quieſcens ad mo- 
uietem de- 


tum vel 
debnit ab a- 


tiam ad motum vel 


uietem determinatum 


uit ab alio, & illud 
iterum ab alio, & ſic 


in mfmtum. Ethic. 
Par. II. 171. wh Lem-, 
ma 3. 


Pi 0 


riginally Cauſed by Semerhing 


that is Intelligent ; 


never could have been any, 


or elle. there 


ſuch | 


Thing. as Motion in the World: 


And conſequently 


the Self. ex- 


iſtent Being, the Original Cauſe 


of all Things, 
be ſuppoſed to be 


Neceſſity be an | Inliget Be- 


ing. 


( whatever 1t 


muſt of 


- ap 


From hence it en again, 
that the material World, cannot 
poſſibly be the Original Self Ex- 


iſtent 


Being and eee "God. 125 


a8 ＋ Spinozd, 
inconſiſtently enough, > | 
This 


| Rao 
jo corpore, quod e- 
(in the Proof of the p 


Second General: Pro- 


. 


126 A Demonſration of the 


iſtent Being. For ſince the 
Self-Exiſtenc Being, is demoriftry 
ted to; be Intelligent ; ; and "the 
Material World Plamly i is not 1d: 

WA | + follows that the Material Wold 
cannot poſſibly be Self-Exiftent 
What 11 5 have fondly image 
concerning 2 Son "of the World; 

if thereby they mean a Create, 
Dependent Being; ſignifies 0. 
thing in the preſent Argument But 

if they Underſtand thereby Some 


thing Neceſſary and Self, Fxiftent 
then it is nothing 9 but Fl 


falſe, corrupt, ant imperkect vo 
Kei 
tion 'of God. Hos (ty 


SAS A 


«6 i 


That the IX. The $ elf-Exiftent and | Ori . 


Fon Bo nal Cauſe f all "Things, 5 not 2 
— neceſſ. ary 0 but a Being. indntd | 


be a Free with Liberty and Choice. "The 


Agent, 


contrary to this Propoſition, lb 


the Foundation and the Sum of 


what 


| y N 
tt 
a 3 

* 
2 [1 % 6 by, 
7 


Being 10 Adden God. 12 75 


what Spine and his Followers 
haye aſſerted, concerning che Na. 
ture of bd What Reaſons ot 
Arguments they have offered for 
their Opinion , 1oT ſhall have oc- 
caſion to conſides : briefly:/ 0 7 7 
my Proof of the; Propoſition 
it ſelf. Ihe Truth of W * te 
mm: echivr 210 [ 48 

18, In * is 4 Neceſſary This a 


,, of the foregoing Pro- 7 
beiti. {1 F or Intell; ce without quent of 


Liberty (81 there kinted) is the fore- 
ally (in reſpect of any Power. en 
Excellence or-Pefodtion,) uo In- on. 

telligeuce at all. It is indeed a 
Conſciouſneſs, but it is merely 4 
Paſſide One; a Conſciouſneſs, not 


of Acting, but purely of being 


Acted upon. Without Liberty, 


nothing can in any tolerable Pro- 
priety of Speech, be ſaid to be 
an Agent ot Cauſe of any thing. 
For to Act neceſſarily, is really 


and 


and ere low] to Aſt + at ech 

but only to be Acted upon. Wat 
therefore Spinozd and his Follow: 
ers alert) concernin ig the Producti 


on of all Things 


* Ex 3 Di. from the Neceſſity o 


vine naturz, -infinita, the Divine Nature 
infinitis mod is ſequi de- 


bent. Ethic. Pur. I. is mere Cant And 


Prop. 16. 


Words without :any 
1. meaning At all. 4s For 


17 e "has; Necefiity:>!:of |cthd 
Divine Nature they { underſtand 
not the Perfection and Rectitudt 
of his Will; whereby God is un. 
alterabl ly, eue to do always 
what is beſt: in the whole z 3 N 


confeſſedly y they do not; been 


this is conſilienb With the mol 
perfect Liberty and Choice 5) but 


on the contrary they mean in 


Abſolute and Strictly Natural Ne. 
ceſſity: It follows . that 
when they ſay. God, by the Ne 


ceflity of his Nature, is the Cauſe 


and 


lig aud Atiri 7 


and Author of all things; they 
underſtand him to be a Cauſe or 
Agent in no other Senſe, than 
as if 4 1 Man ſhould fay chat a 
Stone, by the Neceſſity of its Na- 
ture, the Cauſe of its own 
alling Al" ſtriking 'the Ground ; 

which 1 is really not to be an Agent or 


Cauſe: at all; but their Opinion a- 


mounts to this, that all things are 
eq ually Self Exiſtent, and conſe- 
quell that the Material World 
is God „ Which 1 have before 
proved tobe 4 Contradiction. In 
like manner, when they ſpeak of 
the Intelligente and Knowledge 
of God ;' they mean to attribute 
theſe Powers to him in no other 
Senſe, than the Hy lor oic h attri- 
buted them to all Matter; that i 18, 
that à Stöne, when it falls, bis 


a Senſation and' Conſciouſneſs; 5 


but That Conſciouſneſs is 15 


Cauſe at all, or power of Acting. 
K Which 


nel f God 129 


* „ 8 F - 
« 7 


130 A Demonſtration of the . 
Which kind of Intelligence, in 
any tolerable Propriety of Speech, 


is no Intelligence at all: And 
Conſequently the Arguments that 
proved the Supreme Cauſe to be 


properly an Intelligent and Active 
Being, do alſo undeniably prove 
that he is likewiſe indued with 


Liberty and Choice, which alone 


is the Power of Acting. 


aly, If the Supreme Ca e, is 


| Proved 


from the | 


Arbitra- ty and Choice, but a mere N . 
ry Diſpo- ceſſary Agent, whoſe Actions are 


Helen of all as abſolutely and naturally Ne- 


Things in 1 : | a 
the « ceſſary as his Exiſtence : Then it 


Forld; will follow, that nothing which 


er is not, could poſſebly have been; 
10 Spino- and that nothing which is, could 
abe 5 poſſibly not have been 3 that 


EN the no Mode or Circumſtance of the 
Necefity Exiſtence of any thing, could 
of all | ; 80 
Things, Poſſebly have been in any reſpect 
otherwiſe, than it now actually 9 

Al 


B 
All 


| fall 


the 
Cau 
gent 
Libe 
ſequ 


ficere 
711 eus 
cerent 
non ſe 


neceſſi 
»terno 
duobus 

Omi 
non tai 
exiſtene 
Demon / 

Si IT 
ad ope! 
ergo De 


Hop. 35 


Quic 


lario eſt 


Deun 


ad Prop. 


Res r 


dotueru 


Being and Attributes of God. 137 
All which, being evidently moſt* Ali 
falſe and abſurd ; it follows on Deum 
the contrary, that the Supreme eſſe cau- 
Cauſe is not a mere neceſſary A-beram 


gent, but a Being indued with propter- 


Liberty and Choice. *The Con- ea quod 


2 OLE e teſt 
ſequence; that if the Supreme ut pu- 

| —— 
ficere ut eu quæ ex ejus natura ſequi dixi mus, hoc eſt, quæ 
in ejus poteſtate ſunt, non fiant; ſed hoc idem eſt ac ſi di- 
cerent, quod Deus poteſt efficere, ut ex natura trianguli 
non ſequatur, ejus tres angulos æquales eſſe duobus rectis. 
Ego me ſatis clare oſtendiſſe puto, a ſumma Dei 
Potentia Omnia neceſſario effluxiſſe, vel ſemper eadem 
neceſſitate ſequi ; eodem modo ac ex natura trianguli ab 
zterno & in æternum ſequitur, ejus tres angulos æquari 
duobus rectis. Ethic. Par. I. Schol. ad Prop. 17. 

Omnia ex neceſſitate naturæ divinæ determinata ſunt, 
non tantum ad exiſtendum, ſed etiam ad certo modo 
exiſtendum & operandum, nullumq; datur Contingens. 
Demonſtrat. Prop. 29. N | 

Si res alterius nature potuiſſent eſſe, vel alio modo 
ad operandum determinart; ut naturæ ordo alius eſſet: 
ergo Dei etiam natura alia poſſet eſſe quam jam eſt. 
Prop. 33. Demonſtrat. | R 

Quicquid concipimus in Dei Poteſtate eſſe, id neceſ- 
lario eſt. Prop. 35. 5 855 KN 

Deum non operari ex libertate Voluntatis: Corol. 
ad Prop. 32. 3 DE. | 

Res nullo alio modo, neq; alio ordine a Deo product 
dotuerunt, quam productæ ſunt. Prop. 23. 
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132 Demonſtration of the 
Cauſe be a Neceſſary Agent, then 
nothing which is not, could poſſi- 

bu have been; and nothing which 
zs, could poſſibly either not have been, 
or have been different from what 
tis; is ex preſſy owned by Spinozato 
be the unavoidable Conſequence 


of his own Opinion : And AC- that 
cordingly he endeavours to main- fill 


tain, that 20 Thing, or Mode of Ex. ouly 
iſtence of any Thing, could poſſibly 


hade been in any reſpect different take, 


from what it nom actually 3s : His of tf 


+ Ex neceſſitate di- 
vinæ nature, infinita 
infinitis modis ſequi 
debent. Prop. 16. 

FSi res alterius na- 


turæ potuiſſent eſſe, 


vel alio modo ad ope- 
randum determinari; 
ut naturæ Ordo alius 


eſlet: Ergo Dei etiam 


natura alia poſſet eſſe 
quam jam eſt, Prop. 
33. Demonſtrat. 


Reaſons are; (1.) be. | * pi 
cauſe Þ from an inf. Que 
nitely perfect Nature n 
inſinite Things in inf. Natr 
nite Manners, mi 2 
needs proceed 3 and Thin 

2.) Kbecauſe, f an Man 
thing could poſſibly be that 
otherwiſe than it i, 
the Will and Nature 0 


God muſt be ſuppoſed 
capabl 


Being and Attribut 


capable of change; and 


(3-) F becaule, if all 


poſſeble Things in all 4 
poſſeble Manners do not 


Omnipotentiam negare 


always and neceſſarily 
exiſt, they never can All 
exiſt ; but ſore Things, 


that do not exiſt, will 


fill always be poſſeble 
only ; and ſo the Actual 
Oumnipotence of God is 


taken away. The farst 


of thele Arguments, is 


a plain begging the 
Queſtien: For, that 
an Infinitely 
Nature, is able indeed 
to produce Infinite 
Things in Infinite 
Manners, is certainly 


Perfect 


ſe extendit. 


es of God. 1 33 8 


I lmoadverſarii, qui 


negant, ex neceilitate 
ivinæ naturæ omnia 
neceſlarzo fluere,] Dei 


videntur. Coguntur 
enim fateri, Deum in- 
finita creabilia intelli- 
gere, quæ tamen nun- 
quam creare poterit. 
Nam alias, ſi ſcilicet 
omnia, que intelligit, 
crearet; ſuam, juxta 
ipſos, exhauriret Omni 
potentiam, & ſe im- 
perfectum redderet. Ut 
igitur Deum perfe- 
ctum ſtatuant, eo redi- 
guntur, ut ſimul ſtatu- 
ere debeant, ipſum non 
poſſe omnia efficere, 
ad quæ ejus potentia 

Coroll. ad 
Prop. 17. 


true; but 


that it uſt always actually do ſo 
by an abſolute Neceſſity of Nature, 
without any Power of Choice, ei- 
ther as to Time or Manner or 


K 3 


Cir- 
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Circumſtances, does by no en 


follow from the Perfection of its 
Nature, unleſs it be firſt ſuppoſed 


to be a | Neceſſary Agent; which is 
the very Queſtion begged, that was 
tobe proved. The ſecond Argument, 
is (if poſſible) ſtill weaker ; For 
how coup it follow, if God, N 

ing to his eternal unerring Purpoſe 


and Infinite Wiſdom, produces 


different Things at different Times 


and in different Manners; that 
therefore the Will and Nature of 
God, is changeable ? It wight ex- 
acly as well be argued, that if 
God (according to Spinaza's Sup- 
poſition) does Always neceſſarily 
produce all poſſible Variety of 


Things; therefore his Will and 
Nature is Always neceſſarily inſi- 


nitely wariozs, unequal, and differ 
milar to it ſelf, And as to the 
third Argument; (beſides that tis 
a mere NMetaphyf cal Vanity, and 


makes 


R and Attributes of G00 1 35 


makes no difference between God's 
actually and neceſſ, arily doing always 


all poſſible Things in all poſſible 


Manners, and his being able to do 
them; ) it is juſt ſuch Reaſoning, 
4s 17 a Man ſhould. argue, that 


if all poſſible Eternal]! Dura- 


tion be not Always actually ex- 
hauſted, it never can be All Ex- 


hauſted; ; and that therefore ſo 


the Eternity of God. is taken a- 
way. 1 whatever the Argu- 
ments were, and if they were ne- 
ver ſo mich more plauſible than 
they really are; yet the Aſſerti- 
on it ſelf. Lex That no Ihing, 
or Mode of Exiſtence of any Thing, 


could poſſibly have been made in | 
| any reſpect different fi rom what it 


actually is,] is ſo lab abſurd 
and falſe, ſo contradictory to ex- 
perience and the Nature of Things, 
and to the moſt obvious and com- 
mon Reaſon of Mankind; that of 

K 4 it 
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it elf. it immediately and upon 
the firſt hearing, ſufficiently com 
futes any principle of which it 


is a Conſequence. For all Things 
in the World appear plainly to be 
the moſt Arbitrary that can be 

imagined; and to be wholly the Ef. 


foes not of Neceſſity, but of 


Wiſdom and Choice. A Neceſſiy 


: indeed of Fitneſs ; that 1s, that 
things could not have been Other: 


wiſe than they are, without di- 


miniſhing the Beauty, Order, and 
well-Being of the Whole 5 here 


may be, and (as far as We can ap- 
prchend) there certainly Is: But this 


is ſo far from ſerving our Ad- 


verſaries Purpoſe, that on the con- 


trary tis a direct Demonſtration 


that all things were made and 
ordered by a Freeand a Wiſe A 
gent, That, therefore which I T 
firm, contradictory to Spinoza's 0 
Aſſertion, is, That there is not 
the 


", 


Being oo ab of Gadd 1 37 


the leaſt appearance of an Abſolute 
Neceſſity of Nature, (ſo as that any 
Variation would imply a Contra- 
diction,) in any of theſe Things. 
Motion it ſelf, and all its Quanti- 
ties and Directions, with the Laws 
of Gravitation, are intirely Arbi- 
trary; and might poſſibly have 
been altogether different from 
what they now are. The Num- 
ber and Motion of the Heere Bo- 
dies, have no manner of Neceſlt- 
ty in the Nature of the Things 
themſelves. The number of 4 
planets might have been greater 
or leſs; And the Direction of all 
their Motions, both of the pri- 
mary and ſecondary Planets, uni- 
tormly from Weſt to Eaſt, when 
by the Motion of Comets it ap- 
pears there was no Neceſſity but 
that they might as caſily have 
moved in all imaginable tranſverſe 
Directions; is an evident proof 
that 
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that theſe things are the Effect of 
Wiſdom and Choice. There is 
not the leaſt appearance of Ne- 
ceſſity, but that all rheſe things 
might poſſibly have been infinite. 
ly varied from their preſent Con. 
ſtitution; and (as the late improve. 
ments in Aſtronomy - diſcover) 
they are actually liable to very 
great Changes. Every thing upon 
Earth, is ſtill more evidently at- 
bitrary ; ; and plainly the Product, 
not of Neceſſity, but Will. What 
abſolute Neceſſity, for juſt ſuch 
a Number of Species of Animal. 
or Plants ? or = without bluſh: 
*Res Ing dare affirm, that * neither the 
nullo a- Form, nor Order, nor any the 
10 Ts minuteſt Circumſtance or Mode of 
alio Or- Exiltence of any of theſe Things, 
—＋ 2 could poſſebly have been in the 
rang po- leaſt diverſified by the N 


tuerunt, Cauſe ? 
| quam 


productæ ſunt. Sfinoꝛa ut ſupra. 


To 


Be 
4 


l 


mals 


for 

in t. 
then 
how 
trad 
then 
are 
tinu 
creti 
for 

of J 
on; 
a C 
cies 


{ubf1 
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To give but one Inſtance © In 


all the greater Species of Ani- 
mals, Where was the Neceſſity 


for that conformity we obſerve 
in the Number and Likeneſs of all 
their Principal Members? and 
how would it have been a Con- 


tradiction, to ſuppoſe any or all of 


them varied from what they now 
are? To ſuppoſe indeed the con- 
tinuance of ſuch Monſters as Lu- 
cretius imagines to have periſhed 
for want of the principal Organs 
of Life, is really a Contradicti- 


on; But how would it have been | 


a Contradiction for a whole Spe- 
cies of Horſes' or Oxen, to have 
ſubſiſted with Six Legs or Four 
Eyes ? Bur 'tis a ſhame to inſiſt 


longer upon ſo plain an Argu- 


ment. 

It might have been Obj ted 
with much more Plauſibleneſs, 
that the Supreme Cauſe can 


be 


| 


be Free, becauſe He muſt needs Th; 
do always what is belt in the Þ 
whole. But this would not at all I ble 
{er ve Spinoza s Purpole. For this . h e 
is a Neceſſity, not of Nature and Co. 
Fate, but of F itneſs and Wiſdom; all! 
a Neceſſity, conſiſtent with the | Fig 
greateſt Freedom and molt per. and 
te& Choice. For the only Foun- and 
dation of this Neceſſity, is ſuch * 
an unalterable Rectitude of Will chi 
and Perfection of Wiſdom, as WW Eye 
makes it impoſſible for a Wile I ft 
Being to reſolve to Act F ooliſhly; t 
or for a Nature infinitely Good, be 
to Chooſe to do that Which is „%, 
Evil. | of which I. all have Oc- lig] 
caſion to ſpeak more vereafter, when ht 
I come to Deduce the Moral Attri- cot 
butes of God. +14; 0 
De ane 3h, If there be any Final Cauſe ple 
proved of any thing in the Univerſe; eh 
8 h he Supreme Caule. 1s not P 
Final then the P 7 a 
Canſes. a Neceſſary, but a Free A T3 77 
| | | 15 : 


comes to this , 
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This Conſequence alſo, 


acknowledges 


Spina 


to be unavoida- 


ble: And therefore he has no o- 
ther way left, but with a ſtrange 


Confidence to +expoſe _ 
all Final Cauſes, as the 
| Fictions of 


and ſuperſtitious Men : 
and to * laugh at thoſe 
who are ſo fooliſhand 


childiſh as to fancy that 


Eyes were debe and 


Freed to ſee with, Teeth 
to chew with, F. od to 
be eaten for” Nouriſh- 
ment, the Sun to give 


ignorant \ 


we 1 humana eſſe 
N rs 


1 Naturam finem 
nullum ſibi prefixum 
habere; & omnes cau- 
ſas Finales, nihil, ni- 
Fi 1g- 
Appendix ad 
Prop. 

4 Geulos ad vid 
dum, dentes ad maſti- 


candum, herbas & a- 


nimantia ad alimen- 
tum, ſolem ad illu- 
minandum, mare ad 


alendum 2 &c. 
Lid. 


light, &c. I ſuppoſe ; ic will not the 
thought, that when once a Man 


ted with any longer. 
pleaſes, 
this Head, 


he is to be diſpu- 


Whoever 


may, for ſatisfaction on 
conſult Galen de UVſu 


Partium, Tully de natura Deoram, 
Mr. Boyle of Final Canſes, and. Mr. 


Ray 


FO 
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Ray of the W iſdom of God in the 
Creation, I ſhall only obſervethis | 
One Thing, that the greater the 
Improvements and Dilcoveries 

are, which are daily made in 
Aſtronomy and Natural Philo- 
ſophy; the more clearly is this | 
- Queſtion continually determined, 
to the Shame and Confuſjon of 
/ oo 

Fromthe 4thly. If the Su preme Catiſe be 

Futteudſs a mere Neceſſary Agent, it is 

of Crea- . e PT 

ted Be. impoſſible any Effect or Product 

. of that Cauſe ſhould be Finite. 

For fince that which Acts neceſla-. 
rily, cannot govern or direct its 
own Actions; but muſt neceſſari- 
ly produce- whatever can be the 
Effect or Product of its Nature: 
Tis plain, every Effect of ſuch 
an Infinite Uniform Nature, acting 
every where neceſſarily alike ; muſt 
of Neceſſity be Immenſe, or Inft- 
nite in Fxtenfion : And ſo no 
| Crea- 


EP 
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Creature in the Univerſe ,, could | 
[poſſibly be Finite; which is in- 
finitely Abſurd and contrary to 
Experience. Spinoxa, to ſhuffle 
off this Abſurdity, expreſſes the 


Conſequence of his Doctrine thus; j 
That * from the Neceſ- 


infinite Things vine naturz, 
2 infinite in bent. Etbic. 
number) in infiniteMan- Prop. 16. 

nere muſt needs fol 
But whoever reads his Demonſtra- 
tion of this Propoſition, can hard- 
ly miſs to obſerve, (if he be at all 
ied to ſuch Speculations, ) that i 


Wit proved any thing at all . 


ö = of the Divine. Na- x Ex 1 di- 


infinita 


| infinitismodisſequi de- - 


Par. I. 


would equally prove, That poi 


[the Neceſſety of the Divine Nature, 


070% Infinite Thing (meaning In- 


finite in Extenſion) ) can poſſe ly. ar iſe. i 


Which Demonſtration alone, is a 
ſufficient Confutation of rhe. Opi- 
nion it was defi igned to eſtabliſh. 


gthh, 
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Aud 


rom the 
— not a Free and Voluntary Agent: 


10 n then in every Effect, (for inſtance, 


nite 


| — in Motion,) there muſt have been 


on of 
Canſes. 


Active ; Every thing Moved, and 


55 thly. If the Supreme Cauſe be eeſſs 


A Progreſſi ion of Cauſes in infini 
tum, without any Original Cauſe 
at all. For if there be no Liber 
ty any where; then there is no 
Agent ; no Cauſe, Mover, Prin. 
ciple, or Beginning: of Motion any 
where: Every thing in the Uni. 
verſe muſt be Paſſive. and nothing 


no Mover ; Every thing Effes, 
and nothing Cauſe. Spinoza il. 
deed, (as has been already Ob- 
ſerved) refers all things to the N.. ¶ antec 
ceſſety of the Divine Nature, And 
— real Cauſe and Original times 
But this is mere Cant, and Words and « 
without any Signification ; and ly ow 
will not at all help him over ke mean! 
preſent Difficulty. - For if by aum d. 
Things Exiſting through the Ne. inc rur 


ceſſity 
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ceſſety of the Divine Nature, he 
means Abſolutely a Neceſſity of Exi- 
flence ; ſo as to make the World, 

and Every thing in it, Self-Exi- 
ſtent; then it follows (as I have 
before ſhown) that it muſt be a 
Contradiction in terms, to ſuppoſe 
Motion, &c, not to Exiſt ; which 
Spinoza himſelf is aſhamed to aſ- 

ſert. But if therefore by the Ne- 
ceſſety of the Divine Nature, he 
means only the Neceſſary following 

of an Effect from the Cauſe, or, 

the Cauſe neceſſarily producing its Ef- 

fe ; this Neceſſity muſt ſtill al- 
ways be determined by ſomething 
antecedent, and ſo on infinitely : 

And this, Spinoxa (though ſome- Una 
times he ſeems to mean the other Folio 
and equally abſurd Senſe) expreſſ- non po- 
ly owns in ſome Places to be his 5 


meaning : * There can be no Voliti-neq; ad 

CH RS ENS __ ., operan- 
dum determinari ; miſt ab alia cauſa determinetur, & 
hc rurſus abalia, & ſic porro in infinitum. Prop.32.Dem, 
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faith. he, but fon ſome Caſe, 
2 


5 
: — * 2 auſe "nut | 


e be cauſed 


8] r other Cauſe, and fo on itt 


+ Voluntas ad Dei 
naturam non — 
pertinet, quam religu 
naturalia; ſed ad ipſa 
eodem modo ſeſe . 


bet, ut motus & Quĩes. 


Deus non magis di- 


Cl poteſt ex libertate 


Voluntatis agere, quam 
dici poteſt ex libertate 
Motus & Quietis agere. 


Coroll. ad Prop, 32. 


F nitely. 


Again, V il 
T Caith he belongs 1 to the 


| Nature of God, 10 0 


n therwiſe than Motion 
and Reſt do; So that 
God can no more proper. 
ly be ſaid to Ae by the 
Liberty of his IV. il, 
gs ” the Liber 

3 and Reſt. 


And what —— Original of Mo. 
tion and Reſt is, he tells 1 us, in 


32 Corpus motum vel 
quieſcens, ad motum 
velquietem determina- 
ri doin ab alio corpo- 
re, quod etiam ad mo- 


tum vel quietem de- 


terminatum fuit ab a- 
lio; & illud iterum ab 
alio; ; & fic in infini- 


tum. Ethic, Par. II. 
Frop. 13. Lemma 3. 


theſe Words * E 
very Body in Motion ar 


at Ref , muſt. hase 
been ie to that 


Motion or Reſt by ſome 
other Body, hich muſi 


it ſelf Vlewiſe haw 


been determined by \4 


third ; 


and ſo on in in 
3 7 tun 
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fnituns. And thus, ſince Motion 
is not in any one of its Stages of 
Communication 4 Neceſſary Self 
exiſting Being, (becauſe the Body 
moved, may always without a 
Contradiction have been imagined 
to be at Reſt, and is ſuppoſed 
not to have Motion from ik ſelf, 
but from another;) the Opinion 
of Spinoza plainly recurs to An 
Infinite Succeſſion of dependent Be- 
ings produced one from another in an 
endleſs Progreſſion, wit hont any Ori- 
inal Cauſe at all. Which Notion 
[ have already (in the Proof of 
he ſecond General Head of this 
Diſcourſe ) Demonſtrated to im- 
ply a Contradiction. And fince 
herefore there is no other poſſible 
ay to avoid this Abſurdity, but 
y granting that there muſt be 
omewhere a Principle of Motion 
nd Action, which is Liberty; 1 
uppoſe it by this time ſufficiently | 
- =. prove 
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proved, that the Supreme Cauſe I on 

muſt be a Being indued wirn > of 

ES berty and Choice. | Fil 
That Li- From what has been fach upon Cat 


erty is 
or zn i this Head, it tufhciently appears, 


jr an that Liberty i is not in it felt, and 
npoſſble. 

4," in the very Notion of the Thing 

tradicto- an abſolute Contradiction and Im. 

2 Nt poſſibility; as the Pleaders for Ne. deed 

ceſſity and Fate contend that it is 

and place the chief ſtrength of chen Nec 

Arguments in that Suppo" tion. it 15 

For that which actually is, is cer 

tainly not impoſſible: And it ha Poſe 

already been proved, that Liberty dent 

actually is; nay, that it is impoſſibe ** 

for it not to be, in the Firſt and Exiſ 

Supreme Cauſe. The Principal Ar. 

gument uſed by the Maintazabh of 


2 Fate againſt the Poſſibility of Liber- 


vel illudty, is this: That ſince every thing 


volen. muſt have a ing 
N Cauſe, I every Voliti '"s * 
terminatur a Cauſa, quæ etiam ab alia determinata ef 


& hzc iterum ab alia, & fic in infinitum. ' Opinoza 4M it 
thic. Far. II. Ty 48. 15 : ol 
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on or Determination of the Will 
of an Intelligent Being, muſt as 
all other things, ariſe from ſome 


Cauſe, and that Cauſe from ſome 


other Cauſe, and ſo on infi- 
nitely. But this very. Argument 
really proves the direct contrary: 
For ſince every thing muſt in- 
deed have a. Cauſe of its Being, 


either from without, or in the 
Neceſſity of its own Nature; and 


it is a flat contradiction (as 3 al- 


ready been demonſtrated) to ſup- 


poſe an infinite Series of depen- 


dent Effects, none of which are 


Neceſſary in Themſelves. or Selt- 
Exiſtent ; therefore it is impoſſi- 
ble bur phone muſt be in the Uni- 
verle Some Being, whoſe Exi- 


ſtence is founded in the Neceſſity 
of its Own Nature, and who Be- 
ing acted upon by Nothing be- 
el. ond! it ſelf, muſt of Neceſſity have 
17% it ſelf a Principle of Acting, or 
ä Power 


* 


6 
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Power of beginning Motion, which und 
is the Idea of Liberty. Tis true, this bee 
Argument proves only the Liber: bes 

y of the Firſt and Supreme and 
_ and extends not indeed fl Uni 
to any Created Being: But ite If dare 
vinces in General, (which is ſuff. and 
cient to my preſent purpoſe, ) that ¶ are 

Liberty is ſo far from being impol ther 

ſible and contradictory in it felt, MW Sub: 
that on the -contrary 1t 15 impoſſ. feſt 
ble but that it muſt really he Diff 
fomewhere ; and this being once cuti 

eſtabliſhed, it will be eaſie toſhew i of 

hereafter that it is a Power capa-· ¶ to d 
ble of being communicated to the 
Created Beings ; of which in its perk 


pages owes a M 

The 

That the the pe 
Self ex- X. The Self f Exiſieni Being, ile and 


zent ke. Supreme C 2 e of all things, nuſt beat 
ng, > maſt of Neceſſity have Infinite Power. ges 


bfu This Propoſition 1s evident, and Hes 
"unde 
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ich ¶ undeniable. For ſince nothing (as has 
bis been) already proved) can poſſibl 


be Self- exiſtent, befides Himſelf; 
me F and conſequently all things in the 
ed Univerſe were made by Him, and 
„are entirely dependent upon Him; 
and all the Powers of all Things 
at are derived from Him, and ai 
ol- therefore! be perfectly Subject and 
If WU Subordinate to Him: Tis mani- 
H. feſt that Nothing can make any 
be Difficulty or Refiſtance to the Exe- 
ce cution of his Will; but he muſt 
of neceſſity have abſolute Power 
a. ¶ to do every thing he pleaſes, with 
to the perfecteſt Falſe, and in the 
65 periefteſt Manner, at once and in 
a Moment, whenever he Wills it. 

The Deſcriptions the Scripture 
gives of this Power, are ſo lively 

e and emphatical, that I cannot for- 
bear mentioning one or two Paſſa- 
„ges: Thus Fob 9. 4. He is wiſe in 
d Heart, and mighty in $ trength 5 —2.— 
. EL 5 * wow 
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which removeth the Mountains, and © bo 
they know it not; which overturn. | bn 
eth them in his Anger : Which ſoo ca 
Reth the Earth out of her place, and like 
the Pillars thereof tremble : which nie 
commandcleth the & un, and it riſeth not; his 
and Seaketh up the $ tars: Which a wi 
lone ſpreadeth out the Heavens , and th: 
treadeth upon the Names of the Sea: | an 
Which doth great things paſt ant 
Vendling out, yea and Wonders the 
os mer. Again: Hells 1 B. 
naked before him, and Deſtruction D. 
hath no covering : He ftretcheth out 4 
the North over the empty place, and #4: 
bangeth the Earth upon nothing. as 
He bindeth up the Waters in his thick hi 
Clouds, and the Cloud is not rem To 
under - : The Pillars of Heaven wh 
r and are aſtoniſbed at his 75 
eproof : He divideth the Sea with th 

52 Power, and by his Dnderſtand- | 
ing be |; Seth ld the Preud : ſor 
Lo, theſe are part of his IWays, Da | ot 
ow 
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how little a Portion is heard of him ? 
but the Thunder of his P 253 who 
can underfland © Job 26. 6. 80 
likewiſe, Iſazah 40. 12. 710 Has 
meaſured the Waters in tbe hollow of 
his Hand? and meted out Heaven 
with the Span 9 and re „ 
the Duft of the Earth in a | Meaſure ? 
and weighed the Mountains in Scales, 
and the Hills in a Balance ? Behold, 
the Nations are as a drop of the 
Bucket, and are counted as the [: mall 
Duft of the Balance; behold, he 
taketh Ls the Iſles, 4 a wery Tittle 
thing : All N. ations before him are 
as W and they are counted to 
him leſs than nothing and Vanity : 
Jo whom then wall e liken God, or 
en what likeneſs will ye compare Unto. 
1s | bim? I do not urge Authority to 
h the Perſons I am at preſent ſpeak- 
d. ing to: But tis evident from Rea- 
: ſor, that the Supreme Cauſe muſt 
t of Neceſſi ity beInfinitely Powerful. 
W * 
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The only Queſtion is, what the teilt no 
meaning "of what we call Infinite ch. 
Power 1s, and to what han | it Po 


muſt be underſtood to exten or 
not to extend. ia 
Now in determining this ads WI 
ſtion, there are ſome Propo 1tions, in 
about which there is no diſpute. ls 
Which theforeT ſhall but one men. de 
tion: As ſel 


Of work- 1. That infinite Power teach im 
7 all Poſſe tle things; but cannot be are 
ſaid to extend to the working any ſuc 

thing which implies a Contradicti- the 

on: As, that a Thing ſhould be Th 

and not be at the fame why ; that im 

the ſame thing ſhould be made and VI? 

not be made, or have been and not cer 
bare been; that twice two ſhould I Wa 

not make four, or that That which by 

3s neceſſarily Falſe, ſhould be True. of! 

The Reaſon wheteaf' 1 18 plain: Be- for 

cauſe a Power of making a Thing oft 

to be, at the ſame time that it 15 Mo 


not ; 
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not; is only a Power of doing 

chat which is Nothing, that 1 is, no 
Power at all. 

2dly. Infinite Power cannot be OrNatn- 

ſaid to extend to thoſe things, "7 * 
which imply Natural Imperfection Evil. 
in the Being to whom ſuch Power 

is alcgibed : As, that it ſhould 
deſtroy its own Bein g, weaken it 
ſelf, or the like. Theſe Things 
imply Natural Imperfection; and 
are by all Men confeſſed to be 
ſuch, as cannot poſſibly belong to 
the N eceſſary Self- exiſtent Being. 
There are allo other things which 


imply Imperfection in another kind, 
viz, Moral Imperfection: Con- 3 


cerning which, Atheiſm takes a- 
way the Sub ect of the Queſtion, 


by denying tor" the Difference 


of Moral Good andEvil; andthere- 
fore I ſhall omit the Conf deration 


of them, till I come to deduce'the 


Moral Artributes of God. 
But 
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But ſome other Inſtances hack Ci 

are, in the Queſtion about the 1 
Extent of Infinite Power; ; wherein by 

the Principa Difference between 1 

us and the Atheiſts, (next to the 50 
Queſtion, "whether the Supreme 27 
Cauſe be an Intelligent Being, or not,) Fe 
does in a great meaſure cons As af 

Of the 1ft. That Infinite Power inc udes 1 
wr 4 a Power of Creating Matter. This oe 
Matter, has been conſtantly denied by all W 
Atheiſts, both Antient and Mo- 8 
dern; and as conſtantly affirmed p 

by all who believe the Being, and 1 1 

have juſt Notions of the Attributes 1 5 

of God. The only Reaſon which . 

the Atheiſts have, or can pretend 1 

to allege for their Opinion ; "x B" 

that the Thing is in its own Na- ( 

ture Nik, Impoſ ;ble. But 1 
how does it appear to be impoſſi- ( 
ble? Why, Only becauſe They 1 

are not able to comprehend How , 

it can be. For, to reduce it to a t 


Con- 


\ 
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Contradiction, (Which! is the alone 
real Impolibility,) this they are 
by no means able to do. For to 
ſay, that Something Which once 
was not, may fince have begun to 
exiſt; is neither directly, nor by 
any Conſequence whatloever, to? 
allert that That which 75 not, can be, 
while it is Not; or that That which; 16, 
can Not be, white i it 75. 'Tis true We, 
who have” been uſed to Converſe 
only with Generations and Corru- 
ptions ; and never {aw any thing 
| Made or Created, but only Formed 
or Framed: are apt to indeavour to 
conform our Idea of Creation, to 
that of Formation; and to imagine, 
that as in all 3 there is 
ſome Præexiſting Matter , out of 
which a thing is Formed ſo in 
Creation there muſt be coal dered 
a Prz-exiſtent Nothing, out of which, 
as out of a real Material Cauſe, a 
thing i 15 Created ; which locks in- 


deed 
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deed like a Contradiction: But this 
is only a Confuſion of Idea's; juſt 
like Childrens imagining that 
Darkneſs is ſome real thing, which 
in the Morning is driven away by 
the Light, or transformed into it: 
Whereas the true Notion of Crea- 
0s is not a Forming Something 
Nothing, as out of a Ma- 
| 4 Cauſe: but only a Bringing 
Something into Being, that before 
had no Being at all; or a Cauſing 
Something to Exiſt Now, that did 
not Exiſt Before; or which with- 
out this Cauſe, would not have 
Exilted - Which no Man can ever 
reduce to a Contradiction; any 
more than the Formation of any 
thing into a Shape which it had 
not before, can be reduced to a 
eee ee And indeed, if 
they would ſpeak out the Truth, 
the Sum of what all Atheiſts, * . 


ther Antient or Modern, have & 
vl 


1 
— 
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yer ſaid upon this Head, amounts 
to no mare but this One fool - 
ih Argument: That Matter could 
not begin to exiſt, when it was 
not; becauſe this is 4uppoting it 
to Be, before it was: and that it 
could not begin to Exiſt, when 
it was; becauſe this is ſuppoſi ing 
it not to Be, after it was. Which 
is juſt ſuch an Argument, as That 
whereby a Certain , Philoſopher 

Demonſtrated, that chere can be 
no ſuch thing as Motion at all; be- 
cauſe a Body can neither move 
in the Place where it 5s, nor in 
the place where it is not. The 
Arguments are exactly alike : And 
the fame Answer will ſerve in- 

| _— for them Both. 
| Tis Poſſible to Inniency': the 
ö _ to Create an Immuterial Power of 
Cogitative Snbitance, indued with * 
4 Power of beginning Motion, andrial Co- 
pick! a n of Will or Choice 2 


nis ces. 
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This alſo has been always denied 
by all Atheiſts. And becauſe it 
is a Propoſition of the greateſt 
Conſequence to Religion and 
Morality, therefore I ſhall be par- 
ticular in endeavouring the Proof 

of the ſeveral Parts of it. e 
Firft then, it is poſſible to in- 
finite power, to Create an Duma. 
terial Cogitative Subſtance. That 
there can be ſuch a Thing as 3 
Cogitative Subſtance, that is, a 
Subſtance indued with Conſcioul. 
neſs and Thought, is granted by 
all; becauſe every Man's own Ex. 
Sboce convinces him, that He 
himſelf is ſuch a Subſtance. Fur · 
ther, That if there be, or can be, 
any ſuch thing as Immaterial Sub. 
ſtances; that then it is moſt rea. 
ſonable to Believe, that ſuch Subſtan. 
ces as are indued wich Conſcioliſ 
neſs and Thought, Properties 
the fartheſt diſtant from the known 
Proper- 
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Properties of Matter, and the 
moſt unlike them, that can poſſi- 
bly be imagined, 7 are thoſe Im- 
material Subſtances; will alſo, I 
think, be granted by all Men. 
The only thing therefore, that 
remains to be proved, is this; 
That Immaterial Subſtances are not 
impoſſible, or, That a Subſtance 
U m 1 is not a contradictory 
Notion. Now whoever aſſerts that 
it is contradictory ; muſt affirm, 
that whatever is not Matter, Ea 
nothing; and that to ſay Any 
thing Exiſts which is not Matter, 
is laying that there Exiſts ſomes | 
ching which is nothing. Which 
in Other Words is plainly this; 
That whatever we have no Lila. 
» is nothing, and impoſlible to 
For there is no other way 
: 1d uce Immaterial Subſtance to 
2 Contradiction, but by ſuppo- 


fi ing J pmaterial to 85 eme the 
M ſame 


of Demafratics of * F 


2 as Having no Exiſtence. ih And 
there is no poſlible way to prove 
That, but by ſay ing we have n 
idea of | it, and therefore it nei. 
ther has nor can have any Ext 
ſence. By. which ſame Argu- 
ment (even ſuppoſing it true, 
which yet is indeed molt. falle, 
that we have a clear Idea of the 
Eflence of Matter, aud none at 
all of any Immaterial Subſtance,) 
a Man Born Blind may Demon. 
ſtrate irrefragably, that Light ot 
Colour is an Impoſſible and. Com 
tradictory Notion, becauſe it. 
not a Sound or, a. 5 mell. For the 
Power of ſeeing. Light or Colon, 
is to a Man Born Blind, altoge 
ther as incomprehenſi 1 and ab. 
ſolutely beyond the Reach of all 
his Ideas, as either the Operati 
ons and Perceptions, or even the 
Simple Eſſence of a Pure Immate- 
rial Subſtance or Spirits, can beto 


Aa 
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any of Us.” If therefore the Blind 
Mans want of Idea's be not a 
ſufficient Proof of the Impoſſibj- | 
liry of Light or Colour; j how 
comes Our bare want of Ideas. 
to be a Demonſtration of the Im- 
poſſibility of the Being of Imma- 
terial Subſtances ? A Blind Man, 
they will ſay, has Te, imony of che 
Exiſtence of Light: Very true; 
ſo alſo have we, of the Exifiencs 
of Immaterial Subſtances : But, 1 
hope, an Atheiſt will not put 
the Iſſue of his Cauſe upon Tepi- 
nony, Whatever he | does. But 
there is this further adyanta e on 

our fide 1 in the Compariſon 1 at A 

Blind man, _ excepting the Teſtimo- 
ny of Others, finds not by any rea- 
Iboning with himſelf” the leaft like- 
hood or probability, nonot in the 
loweſt poſſi ble degree, that there 
ein be any ſuch thing as Light or 
Colour; But we, beſides Teſtr- 


M 2 mony, 
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mony, have great and ſtrong At- and 
guments both from Experience 
and Reaſon , that there are ſuch per 
0 as Immaterial Subſtances, der 
h we have no Knowledge 0 
of their Simple Eſſence. Even al < 
| the very firſt and moſt univerſal ¶ lou 
Princip! e Of Gravitation it ſelf in whe 
all inanimate Matter; ſince it is e ſent 
ver Proportional, not at all to the I cher 
Surfaces of Bodies or of their Pat: Imn 
ticles in any poſſible Suppoſition, I are 
but entirely to the Solid Content of potl 
Bodies ; 5 evident it cannot be this, 
cauſed by Matter acting upon the F 
Surfaces of Matter, which is all I. this 
can do; but mut be cauſed by ſwer 
fomething which continually pe. been 
netrates its Solid Subſtance. But agall 
in Animals, which have a Powerlfl Soul 
of Selt- motion; and in the perfect diſty 
er Sorts of them, which have ſti poſſi 
higher Faculties; the thing is hei s 1 
more evident. For we ſee and feel 
| 25 
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and obſerye daily in our ſelves 
and others, ſuch: Powers and O- 
ch perations and Perceptions, as uns 
| deniably evince , themſelves either 


25 

6 to be the Properties of Immateri- 

en a! Subſtances : Or elſe it will fol- 

fal low that Matter is Something, of 
in whoſe inmoſt Subſtance and EI. 
ze. ſential Powers we have altoge- 
the ther as little Idea, as we have of 
ar. © Immaterial Beings; and then how 
on, ¶ are Immaterial Sablianccs more im- 


off poflible than Material? But ba 
* tis, more hereafter. 
the From what has been ſaid on Of the 
Hu this Head, it will be eaſy to af ns, 
| by ſwer all the Objections that have Human 
pe been brought by: any Atheiſts , Sous. 
But 2gainſt the Notion of Human 
weill Souls being Immaterial Subſtances | 
fea] diſtinct from Body. For fince tis 

All Poſſible there may be ſuch things 
zel Immaterial Subſtances; and 
1 feel ince if any ſuch Subſtance Can Be, 

and — nl 3 there 


1 10 6 4 Daneben of hat 


: 8 is all the Reaſon in the 
World. to Believe that Conſcious 
and Thinking Subſtance Is ſuch; 
theſe Properties being the moſt 
Remote from the known P open 
ties of Matter, that are poſlible 
to be conceived ; The F 3 
on of all the Obj ections againſt 
the Immateriality 2 the Soul, iò 
entirely taken away, I ſhall not 
now Tarry to Conſider the Ob. 
jections in particular, which have 
been often and fully anſwered by 
learned Pens; but {hall only men. 
tion One, on which all the reſt 
depend, and to which they may 
all be reduced. And it is This“ 
+ lad hat ſeeing the on- 
— i immortalis 85 off 
natura animai eft, 1/7 means we have 
Et ſentire poteſt ſe Perception, arc the 


creta a corpore noſtro , 
ning; (ut opinor) e- Five Senſes ; and theſe 


am faciundum eft Sen- all plainly depend Up- 


fſibus auctam 
Nec ratione alia noſ- ON the Or gans of the 


met proponere nobis Body ; therefore 00 
El Soul 
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Soul without the Bo- Poſſumus infernas a- 


dy, can have no Per- — Achgrunte Wi 


ception, | and conſe- — Pictores i itaq; & ſeri- | 


quently is Nothing.” «Motu, ſecla priora 
Sic animas intro- 


Now © { beſides that duxerunt ſenſi bus au- 


theſe very Senſes or fas: 


At neq; ſeorſi 6 
1 however li, Ade 1 


they m a be obſtru- N ec ſenſus ipſi ſeor- 
cted by bodily Indiſ- ſum conſiſtere poſſunt 


Naribus atqʒ manu 
poſiti tion, and fo do atq; venl1s,” "yz auri- 
indeed depend upon bur ag. 
the Gir f th Lingua; nec per ſe 

gans or the poſfunt ſentire , neo 
Body as to their . Enoret, lib. 3. 


"OTy Jap iy 4 . y 
{ent Exer ciſe, yer in Tigyert owURTINN, q Mey an 


their Nature are real Koro, Aae Tor Badan 
ly - eheim em 
Powers, and cannot poſlibly, as 

has been before ſhown, be At | 
lutely founded in, or aride from; 

any of the Known Properties or 
Qualities of Matter: Belides this, we 

[ fay ; ) of Him that thus argues, 

L would only ask this one Que: 


ſtion: Are our Five Senſes, by an 
NM 4 Ablo- 
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| Abſolute Neceſſity ity in the Nature oę 


the Thing, All Id the only Poſſi. 
ble Ways of Perception? And is 
it impoſſible and contradictory, 
that there ſnould be any Being in 
the Univerſe, indued with way ys of 
Perception different from 1 that 
are the reſult f Our preſent Com- 
poſition? Q are theſe things on 
the contrary purely Arbitrary; 
and the ſame Power that gave Us 
theſe, may have given Others te 
Other Beings, and might (if he had 
pleas d) have given Vs Others in 
in this preſent State, and may yet 
have made ns capable of difterent 
Ones in Another State? If they 
be purely Arbitrary; then the want 
of theſe, does by no means infer 
| a total want of Perception; but 
the ſame Soul, which in the preſent 
State has the Powers of Reflexion, 
Reaſon and Tudgment, which are 


Faculties entirely different Ne 


+ 
I 
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denſe; 3: may as eaſily in another 
State have different ways even of 
Perception alſo;; „ But if any one 
lay.z; that. theſe Senſes of ours, 
are Nece arily. the only. Ways of 
Lerceprten, „ how does that ap- 
pear f And is ĩt not infinitely more 
reaſonable. to ſuppoſe, that this is 


| cr r Ga. 
eme e Prejudic | h tahen imagi- 


5 11 ng from Cuſtom nes Crortuormn Loqui 


and An, attending to o volebant; quod fieri 
nec ſine lingua, nec ſi- 


bare Senſe in oppoſi- 1 ne palato, nec ſine fau- 


tion to Reaſon For cium, n pul- 
monum Vi & 
ſuppoſe Men had been potelt. Nihil 2 


created only with Four {yan 0 ſpeaking of 


Senſes, and had never uch as attributed to 


N pirits the ſame Power 
known the uſe, of. — Senſes — as they 


7 : would. they ſam Men endued with i in 
00 Py a this preſent State,) vi- 


not then, have. had the 1 
la me, Reaſon. to com , calos, omnia referebant. 


| 4 Magni autem ingenii 
ude there Were but eſt, revocare mentem 


Four. poſlil ible | Ways of a ſenſi bus, & cogitati- 


Per tion, As. they onem a Conſuetudine 
*P * abducere. Cicero Tuſ- 


have Now. to fancy cul, Def. 1. 
that there are but ** 
1 
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Five? And would they nb 
then have thought _— to hi 
been an Impoſſible, Chimeri- 
* and merely imaginary Powe 

er; with abſolutely the ſame 

Mea, as they now oli 'the 


Faculties of immaterial Beings to 
be ſo ? that 1 1s, with 10 Reaſon 4 


5 all. One AY; think, Men ſhould 


be aſhamed therefore to be ſo 
Vain, as merely from their own 


ati Negative Ignorance, without any 


appearance or pretence of any Fo 


Frive Argument, to argue agai 71 
tbe Poſſi zbility of the Being of 


To by i Things, Wich (excepting Only 
that they cannot frame to them 


Räeaſons in the World to perſwade 


ſelves an Image or Notion of them) 
there is a Concurrence of all the 


them that ſuch Things Really are. 
And then as to the Difficulty of 


Conceiving the Nature and Manner 
of the Union between Soul and Bo. 


dy: 
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dy: We know altogether as much 
of That, as we do of the Nature 
of the Union or Cohæſion of 
the infinitely diviſible Parts of Bo- 
dy to Body ; which yet no Man 
doubts of: Arid therefore our Ig- 
norance cal be no more an Argu- 
ment againſt the Truth of the One, 
than it is a Bar to our Belief of the 
Other. 

Secondly, It 1s ' poſſible to Ink Of indu- 
nite Power, to indue a Creature zng Crea- 


tureswith 
with the Power of Beginning Motion. the Fun- 


This is conſtantly denied by all” 9 of be- 
Acheiſts ; becauſe the Confe-%1,;;5 * 
quence of it, is a Liberty of Will, 
of Which. thall avs Occali ion ts 
ipeak preſently. But that the 
Propoſition is true, I thus prove. 
If the Power of Beginning Moti- 
on be in it ſelf a Poſſible Thing : - 
and alſo be Poſſi ible to be commu- 
nicated ; Then a Creature may be 
indued "with That. Power. Now 

| that 


\ ih Demonſtration of hai \ 


wo the Power of Beginning Mo, 


tion is in it ſelf a Poſſible Thing, 1 
have -alrcady proved, by POOR 
that there muſt Neceſſarily be 

ſo omewhere a Power of Beginning 
motion; becauſe otherwiſe Moti- 
on muſt haye been from Frernity, 
without any External Cauſe of its 
Being; ; and yet it is a Thing that 
has no N cceſſiry of Exiſtence in its 
own Nature: So that if there be 
not ſe e here a principle or Power 
of beginning Motion; Motion mult, 
Exiſt, without any Cauſe or Rea- 


ſon at all of its Exiſtence, either 


within it ſelf or from witheuth 
which, as I have before ſhown, 4 
an Expreſs Contradiction: Where- 
fore a Principle or Power of Be- 
ginning Motion, there muſt of ne- 
ceſlity Be, lomewhere or Other; 


and Conſequently it is not in it 


ſelf an Impoſlible thing. Iadd: 
As a Powe: of Beginning Motion, 
is 


— 2 fred If — 8 


* 


eee 
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Thing; becauſe it muſt of Neveſfi- 
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is not in it ſelf an Impoſſible 


ty Be in the Supreme Cauſe: ; 
neither is it impoſſible to he Com- 
minicated to Created Bein gs. The 
Reaſon is plain: Becauſe no Pow- 


ers are Impoſſible to be Com- 


municated, but only thoſe which 
imply Self:Exiſtence and Abſolute 
Independency. That a Subordi- 
nate Being ſhould be SelfExiftent 


or abſolutely Independent, is in- 


deed a Contradiction; but tis no 
Contradiction to ſuppoſe it indu- 
ed with any Other Power what- 
ſoever, ſeparate from theſe. 1 
know the Maintainers of Fate, are 
very Confident that a FWer of 


Beginning Motion, is nothing leſs 


than being really Independent, or 


being able to Act Independently 
from any Superior Cauſe. ' But 


this is only a childiſh trifling with 
Words. For a Power of Acting 
| in- 


* " 


Wen e in this Sen 8 Com 
municated at the Pleaſure of the 
Supreme Cauſe, and Continued 
only during the | ſame good Plea-* 

ſure, is no more a real and abſo- 

lute: Independency, than the Pow: 
er of Exiſting, (which I ſuppoſe 

the Defenders of Eate are not ſo 
fond to make a Continual Creati: 

on, as they are to make the pow. 
er of Self Motion a Continual Ex. 
ternal Impulſe,) or than the pow 
er of being Conſcious, ' or any o. 
ther Power winde neh can be ſaid 

to imply Independency. In reali- 
ty, tis altogether as hard to con? 
ceive, how Conſcionſneſs or the 
power of Perception ſhould be 

communicated to a Created Being; 
as how the power of Self-Motion 
ſhould be ſo: unleſs Perception be 
Nothing elſe but a meer Palſive Re- 
ception of Impulſe; which I ſuppoſe. 


is as clear that it is not, as that a 
Trian- 
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Triangle 18 not a Sound, or that a 


Globe is not a Colour. * no 


Man doubts, but that Hie Him. 

ſelf and all others have truly) a 
Power of Perception: And there- 
fore in like manner, . (however 
bard it may be to Conceive, as to 
the manner of it; yet ſince, as has 
now been proved, it can never be 


ſhewn to be impoſſible and expreſ- 


ly contradictory, that a power of 


Self- Motion ſhould be communi- 


cated 2 WP ſuppoſe no conſidering 
Man can doubt, but that he actu- 
ally has alſo a Power of Self- Moti- 
on. For the Arguments drawn 


from continual Experience and Ob- 
ſervation, to prove that we have 
ſuch a Power, Are e fo 104 855 3 chat 5 


in the leaſt doubt ws We bave it 


not. 
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We have all the ſame Bu Be 


bene, the ſame Marks and E Il cx 
vidence exactly, of our having 
Really a power of Self motion; the 
that the rigideſt F ataliſt could pol: EG 
fibly contrive to require, if he I a1 


was to make a Suppoſition of 2 by 
Man's being e endued with that I to 


wer: There is no One Thing, im 
which ſuch a Man can imagine mo 
ought to follow from the Supp6- 
fition of Liberty, which every 
Man does not Now as much Feel 
and actually Experience' in Him- 
ſelf, as it can "poſſibly be 

imagined any Man would do, 
ſuppoſing the Thing were tre. 
Wherefore to affirm, notwith- 
ſanding all this, that the Spirits 
by which a man moves the Mem- 
bers of his Body, and ranges the 
Thoughts of his Mind, are them- 
ſelves moved wholly by Air or 


Subtler Matter infpired into the 


knen again. by J 
external Matter, and ſo on as the 
Wheels of a Clock: are moved by 
the Weights, and thaſe Weights by 
Gravitation, and ſo on; without 
2 mans having the leaſt power 
by any Principle within EY 
to think any one Thought, | 
impell his own Spirits in order bo 
move any Member of his Body; 3 
All this is ſo contrary to Experi. 
ence and the Reaſon of Things, 
that unleſs the Idea of Self moti- 
on were in it ſelf as evidently and 
(learly a Contradiction, as that 
two and two ſhould make fifteen, 
a Man ought to be aſhamed \ 
to talk at that Rate. Nay a Man 


of any conſiderable degree of Mo- 


deſty, would eden in that Caſe 
be N tempted rather to doubt 
the Truth of his Faculties; than 

boldly. aſſert one ſo intolerable . 


an Abſurdity, only to avoid ano- 
ther. 


* Thea, are aim ndeed. 
who deny ing Men the Power of 
IC Motion, would yet ſeem 
manner to ag if for 


a Power wy Determining Motion, 
But this alſo. is a mere ludicrous 
trifling with Words. For if that 
Power of Determ 
no other in a Man, than that 
which is in a ne Reflecting 
2 Ball one certain way; this is juſt 
4 Mankias at all: Fur if: he has a 
Power of Determining the-Motion 
of his Spirits any way, as he him- 
ſelf pleaſes; this is in all Re 
ſpects the very ſame as the Power 

of Be ginning Motion. 
Of the Thirdly, 'Tis Poſſible to * 
25 1% Power, — induè a Creature with 
im a Nane or Liberty of \ Vill. It 
Creatr? might ſuffice that this is at once 


Freedom Proved by the ſame Arguments, 


or Liber- 1 
ap m — ſame Method, 10 


. Actions, by allowing "thai 


ning Motion be 


Beings ah ter of God. 1 % 
juſt now! proved Self Motion or 's 
? ower of 50 Ling Motion, tO be pof+ 
fible: 2 © Becauſe Lale malt of 
neceſlity bein the 8 preme” Cauſe; 
as 18 wa e p ve in the Mer Th. 
ind e ranch be imp 
and contradictory in tlie — 2 of 
the thing it felf: And becauſe it 
implies no Contradiction to ſuppoſe 15 
it communicated ; as being no hard- 
er to conceive, clan che forementio- | 
ned Power of FI ning Motion: 
And becauſe the Arguments drawn 
from Ex pefience and Obſervation, 
are ſtronger on the one fide of tue 
Queſtion, than thoſe ariſing 
merely frbith the Difficulty of our 
apprehending che thing, can be 
on the Other. But foraſmuch as 


this is the Queſtion of the greateſt 
Concern of all, in Matters both of 
Religion and Humane Life; and 
both Spiioza and Mr. Hobbs, and 

N 2 


their 
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| Main Followers, have with 
Noiſe and Contide ice. denied yo 
I ſhall therefore, not contenting m y 
ſelf with this, indeavour tO þ; 
moreover, in particular, the weak. 
neſs of the rincipal Arguments, b 
vrhich theſe Men have pretended 
to demonſtrate, that and cannot 
poſſ ibly be any ſuch Power in Man, 
Libert of Will. As to: the 
Propriety of the Terms, whether 
the Will be properly. the Seat of 
Liberty or not, it is not now to 
the purpoſe to inquire: The Que- 
ſtion being, not where the Seat o 
Liberty is; but whether there be 
at all in Man any ſuch Power, 
a Liberty of Choice and of Deter 
mining his own Actions; or on the 
contrary his Actions be all as Ne 
ceſſary, as the Motions! of 
Clock. The Arguments by which 
 Spinoza and Mr. Hobbs have at 
. to maintain this 4 


a # 


needs be prodi 


8 


n 
| 


Being wok Attr, 
ide. of the Queſtion,; are a 
plainly reducibleito theſe: two. 

15+. That fince every Effect ſt 
ced by ſome Cauſe z 
therefore as every Motion in a Bo- 
dy muſt have been cauſed by! the 
Impulſe' of ſome other Body, 
and the Motion of that by t che \ 


Impulſe of à Third; ſo every Vo- 


lition, or Determination of the 
Will of Man, muſt needs be pro- 
duced by ſome External Cauſe, | 
and that in like manner be the 
Effect of ſome Third: And con- 


ſequently that there cannot poſ- 


ibly be any ſuch Thing in Na- 
ture, as en or aber of 
Will. N 
_ 2dhy. That 1 Kling Rad! all; its 
Modes, as Willing and the like, | 
are Qualities or Affections of Mat- 

ter: and conſequently, ſince tis 
manifeſt that Matter has not in it 
177 a Power of Beginning Moti- 


: „ 


ac OY 
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"a pA givi ing it ſelf any manner 
of Determination whatlatnodg 
therefore, tis evident likew 
tis impoſſible chere ſhould he 
any ſuch 1 hing as F reedom 0 
Will. tek 0 
An Au- Now. to \theſe- Atrgitments: 1 op- 
. poſe, and ſhall endeavour briefly;to 
— Spi- Pemaaſirae, * the three aloe 
nozas Propoſitions: |» 
B That e every Effect "canivi 
garnſt the pollibly be the mroduct of exter- 
715 2 nal Cauſes, but — muſt of Ne. 
5 ceſſity be Somewhere, a Beginning 
| of Operation, or a Powet of Act. . 
without being antecedently ly ac 
3 upon: And that this — may 
may be, and is, in Man. I fever 
2dly.. That Thinking and Wil have 
ling neither are, nor can be, 2 tf - MW Secon 
lities or Affections of Matter; ah of th 
conſequently not ee unde of th 
the Laws regte, N [7 


er of 


3% Tha 


Being 155 Ar Ihe, 7 God. 1 83 


24ly. Tha even ſupy poſing” the 
Soul not to be a diſtinct Subſtance 
from Body, but that T hinking' and 
Willing could be, and were in 
deed,” only Qualities or Afſections 
of Matter yet even This would 
not at all Affect the preſent C Queſt- 
jon, nor prove Freedom of Will 
to be iner 

1. Every Effect cannot o That 
bly be the Product of external the 
Cauſes; but there muſt of Ne- cn * 
ceſſity be ſome where a Beginning where 
of Operation, or a Power of* og FO. 
Acting without being antecedent-; eration. 
ly acted upon: and this Power , 

may be, and Is, in Man. The | 
ſeveral parts of this Propoßtion 
have been already proved in the 
Szcond and Ninth General Heads © 
of this Diſcourſe, and in that part 
of this Tenth Head which is con- 
cerning the Poſſibility of the Pow- 
er of Self. Motion being communi- 

* cated 


Effectus productus fit, ent Cauſe, 


ES FI 


1 hab: 4 Arno of u a 


cated. to Created Beings. | 1 ſhall 
at the 

Proofs; but only apply them to 

| Spinoza's and Mr Hobbs's Argu- 
ments, ſo far as is neceſſary to ſhow 
the weakneſs of what they have 
faid upon this Head in Oppo 


not therefore here : > 


to the Poſſibility of Liberty o 
Freedom of Will. The 9 ꝗ 
then of their Arguing upon thi: 
Head, 18 this. Ihat Every. Effet 
_ muſt n be « owing to ſome 'Caul e; 
| and T hat Cauſe maſt pr ocluce the 
3 E 7 neceſſarily; 


* nk in; becauſe if z be 4 ſuffici- 


1 
productus eſt a cauſa þ 4 Effec 
neceſſaria. Nam quod ( Out follow; and 


productum eſt, eo ipſo if. zt be a0t 4 ſufficient 
uod productum eſt 
3 s Cauſe, 15 will 2201 be at 
gram, hoc eſt, omnia 
= uibus ſappoſi tis Effectum non 722 ui es non 
poſſit: ea vero cauſa neceſſaria ell. Tobbs AT 
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I! all a pou of that Thing Thus, 


1 for inſtance, + wbate-,. * * „ 


Der Body if moved, 7 — ad motum 


Vel Quietem determi- 
nut be 1 roved by Jene bees ab alio 


other Body, ch i, cee d etiam 
| elf likewiſe e mn 1ſt be ad motum vel Quietem 


"he 


/ 1 determinatum fuit ab 
Mn moved. by ſome. T bis 4, alio, & illud iterum 
* and to on without End: py alio, 915 ſic in by 
| mum. inoꝛa * 
el That the | * il, 2; this. Fur. II. "Prop, 13. 


like manner, of a any Vo- Leuna 3. 
fol luntary A gent, muſt. of || Unaquzque Volitio 


no te | 
3 neceſſt I 'y be determined * bread — * 


* by ſome. external Cauſe, une niſi ab alia 
90 „ "caula eterminetur, & 
5 and not by an Po Per | hac rurſus ab alia; & 
5 OT Parro in im. 
. It: Foie. Por 1. Bay? 32. Demonſtrat. . | 

& I conceive,- nothing taketh beginning from it ſelf, 


1d but from the Action of ſome immediate Agent without 
Jn it ſelf. And that therefore when firſt a Man had an 
ul Appetite or Will to ſomething, to which! immediatel ly 
at betore he had no Appetite or Will, the Cauſe of his 
«# Will is not the Will it ſelf, but ſomethin elſe not in 
. his own diſpoſi ng: Hub, Deba te with" . Bramball, 
28 
a i In be nulla oft * five a Ay. ; fed 
1 mens ad hoc vel illud volendum determinatur a cauſa, 
qua etiam ab alia determinata eſt, & hæc iterum ab 
al alia, & ſic in infinitum. Spinoza, Ethic, Par. II. 


1 Fe 48. ; 85 of . 


75 — it my BN in I 
; And That Fxternal C auſe muſt 


be A det necr eſſa aril ly by Jome o- 
ther C anſe, External 10 It; and ſo 


In (35; evidently appears, chat All that 


1 theſe Men urge againſt the Poſſi- 


bility of F reedom, extends equal- 
ly to all other Beings (not 5 
ing the Supreme) as well as 


Men; and + Dae 


of — chte De in ex pref: s Words con- 
bertate Voluntatis. E- feſſes 2 Wherefore 


een ever noiſe they makeof 
Ws - videliry' Strength and Demon- 
1 F-0> ſtrative Force of their Arguments, 


All that they ſay, amounts to no 


more but this One moſt Abſurd Con- 
cluſion; That there is no where, nor can 


poſſibly be, any Principleof Motion e 
Beginning of” Operation at all ; but 


every thing is cauſed neceſſ, ih by 


a eternal Chain of Dependent Cat 


on without End. From all Which 


Fee conſequently, what- 


3 


4 51 þ £44 G 

2 $4 * 1 
7 4 7 . * 
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bee and Effects, without any Indepen. 
; deat Original: - All their Arguments 
| therefore on this Head, are al. 
; ready anſwerec in the Soon oand} 
\ BB Ninth General Heads of this Diſ- 
+ | courle ; (where I proved that. 
there mult of neceſſity be an Ori- WT 
ginal, Independent, — Free Prin- 
ad uple of Motion or Action; and 
char to ſuppoſe an endleſs Succeſ- 1 
fon of Dependent Cauſes and Ef. 
_ | feds, - without any Original or 
HFirſt Per Selt- g Prineiple, | 
. | i ſuppoſing a Series of dependent 
f Thing s-ko. - from Eternity produ. | 
. | cd — Nothing; which is the ve. 
| ry lame Abſurdity and Contradicti- 
on, as to ſuppoſe Things produced 
by Nothing ut any definite Time ; 
; the Ability of Notbing to produce 
any thing, being plain] the ſame 
n mp REY ds! in pe And 
I have: moreover proved ex abun- 
N 
F 


dental in the e part of thin i 
| Tenth 79 | 
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188 A Demonſtratiom the | # 
Leih Head, that the Power f ch 
Beginning Motion is not only poſ- 
fble and certain in it ſelf, but ab 
fo poſſable to be communicated to Ei- 
nite. Beinge, and hal) Ie m. 
— A Wi 2dly. Thinking and W illing 1 

mhirg Rae N 
and Fil. ther are, nor can be, Qualities or 
brg, ref. Affections | of Matter; and conie- 
e 
5. Affe. the Laws thereof. That tis poſſi- 
ble there may be Immaterial Sub. 
Ranges, the Notion not imply ing 
4 Contradiction in it ſelt 3 bath | 

already been. ſhown under the pre- 
{ent General Propolition.. Further, 
that Think ing and Willing are 

Powers entirely Different from 

Salidity, Figure, and Motion; 
and if they be Different, that then 

they cannot poſſibly ariſe from 
them, or be compounded of them; 
bath likewiſe been already proved 
unger the Eighth General Head of 
| . 8 p | . this 
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this Diſcourſe. It follows there. 


fore, that Thinking and — 


may poſſibly be, nay that they ce 


tainly and neceſſarily are — or 


Powers of Immaterial Subſtances: 


Seeing they cannot poſſibly be Qua- 
lities or Affections of Matter; un- 
leſs we will confound (as forks 
have done) the Ideas things; : 


and mean by Matter, not, What 


the Word aer 18 uſed to ſi 
nifie, a Solid Sub ance, ape 
of Diviſi on, Figure and Motion; 


but an ano Subſtance, capa- 


ble of Powers or Properties entire 
ly different from theſe : In Which 
Senſe of the Word, could Matier 
be ſuppoſed never lo. capable of 
Thinking and Willing; yet in 


that Senſe, (as I ſhall ſhow pre- 


ſently) it "would ſi gniſie nothing 10 


at all, to the Purpoſe or Advan- — 
tage of our Adverſaries. In the 


mean time, how great an Ab- 
ſurdity 


—_ 
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ſurdity it is, to ſuppoſe Thinks 


ing and Willing to be Qualities 
or Affections of Matter, in the 
Proper and Uſual ene of che 


Word:; may ſufficiently appear, 
without any foreign Argument, 
from the Senſeleſneſs of Mr Hobbs's 
Own Explication of the Nature 
and Original of Senſation and 
Conſc e 9. The 1 pmediate Cauſe 

13 of Senſation , * ſaith 


* Ex quo intelliel- he, 2 this 'The : Ob- | 
tur, Senſionis immedi- je, or Somethin, g. om. 


atam cauſam eſſe in eo. 
quod Senſionis Otta. ing from it, les the | 


num pri mum & tangit outermoſt part of the 


& premit. Si enim or- 
gani Pars extima pre- Organ, and that 15 reſ- 


matur; illa cedente, f ure 1s communicated. to | 


premetur quoq; pars the innermoſt Parts 4 
quz verſus interiora illi e 
ere 


proxima eſt; & ita pro- the Organ ; by 
pagabitur preſſio, ſive the Refiflence'or Reabti. 


Organi Oumes, uſy;ad 9 of the Organ, cau- 
intimam.-——Quo- ſing Preſſure outwards, 
niam autem motui ab gn ary to the Preſſure 


objecto per media ad | 55 
Organi partem inti- of the Object inwards, 


there 


F 


pa” 1 - — Ts b — JS * wp 


_—_ mam Pro Dag a fl 


| . ; Den Or ani re- 


— Pham, + per morons iplus Ora, 


ſaith he, 4s the Senſa- Rr 1 . 


tion it "ſelf 24 Again 5 natui ab objecto, co- 
The Cauſe of Senſation, natus ab Organo con- 


2 ' trarins: Ut A 
leich be, I, an bit ue l al cm con 


the 0 mus actus ſit 
3 vr fun nen Snfions, 


#3 wat demum ex ea rea. 


neans of the Nerves Gone. aliquendiu du- 


rante, ipſum exiſtit 
conveyed to the Br ain, Phantaſma : quod prop- 


and. ſor 40 the Heart ; ter conatum verſus ex- 

terna, ſemper videtur 
tanquam aliquid ſit um extra Oe er de Sen- 
* n ens ne | 


+ PhantaGna eſt dated Acuus: uu. 1% 
Cauſa cauſtauisaſl. Ebiterairen Corpus fo ve Gbjeum, 


quod premit Organum proprium 3 & premendo, (me- 


diantibus Nervis & Membranis, 4 continuum efficit 
Motum introrſum ad Cerebrum & inde ad Cor; unde 


naſcitur Cordis re tia & contrapreſſio ſeu ern 
ſive Conatus Cordis iberantis ſea preſſione per motum 
tendentem extrorſum ; qui motus propterea- apparet 
tanquam aliquid externum: Atq; Apparitio hæc, five 
Fhantaſma, eſt e vocamus Su lonem. Leviathan 


Cap. I. 
3 


* 


of Demon firation g 8 the ih 


* Guia 
. preſſure of the Heart out warde, is 
made an Image or Phantaſm, whiddi 


.- 
Es - where by "the Reſiſtence or 


15 Senſation. Now what is there 


in all this, 
leaſt be tend to explain or 
make intelligible the 657 and 
inward Nature of Senſe or Con- 


ſciouſneſs? The Object, by com- 


municating a. Prelſuke through \ 


the Organ to the Senſory, 
does indeed raiſe a Phantaſm or L. 
mage, that is, make a certain In- 
 preſſzon on the Brain: But Wherein 
conſiſts the Power of Perceiving this 


Impreſſion, and of being Senſible of 
it? Or what Similitude hath this Im- | 
preſſion to the Senſe it ſelf, that is, 
to the Thought excited in the Mind ? 


why, exactly the very ſame, that 
a Square has to Blucneſs, ot 4: 
Triangle to Sound, or a Needle to 
the Senſe of Pain 5 or the Refe- 
Ging of a Tennis-Ball, to the E. 
Cs by an 


that does in any the 


Rigg and nn 0 God 1 93 3 


and UnderBanding of a Man. Sothat 

Mr. Hobbes Definition of Senſation; _ 
that it is it ſelf, the inmoſt a? 
formal Nature 2 it, nothing but 
the Phantaſm or Image made in 
the Brain by the Preſſure com- 
municated from the Object; is in 
other Words, defining Bluemſs to 
be the Image of a Square, or Sound 
the Picture of a Triangle, or Pain 
the Similitude of a Sharp-pointed 


Needle. 


I do not here Kn 


ſent him in the leaſt. For He im- 


ſelf expreſsly confeſ- 
ſes, * that all Senſible 
Oualities, ſuch as Co- 
lour, & ed and the 
like, are in the Objects 
themſelves nothing but 
Motion; And becauſe 
Motion 
Nothing but Motion , 
(as likewiſe tis cvi- 
dent that Figure and 
* 9 


can produce 


x Qus qualitates 
Omnes nominari ſo- 
lent ſenſibiles, & ſunt 
in ipſo objecto nihil a- 
liud præter materiæ 


motum, quo Objectum 


in Organa Senſuum 
diverſimode operatur. 
Neq; in Nobis aliud 
ſunt, quam diverſi mo- 


tus. Motus enim nihil 


generat præter motum. 
Leviathan cap. I. 


au 
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all its poſſible Compoſitions can bly 
produce nothing but Figure,) I hon 
therefore in Us alſo the Perceptions ¶ Pun 
f theſe ſenſible Qualities are nothing I Con] 
But different Motions. It then the and 
Phantaſm, that is, the Image of the ;» . 
Object made in the Brain by Fi- that 
gure and Motion, be (as he ſays) fans 
the Senſation it felt; is not Senſa- 4r:; 
tion, bare Figure and Motion! I S, 
And are not all the forementioned i that 
Abſurdities, unavoidable Conſe ver: 
quences of his Opinion? i ot, 
Mr. Hobbs, (as L have elſewhere ing, 
obſerved,) ſeems indeed not to haveſ dere 
beenaltogether unaware of this inſu 
perable Difficulty ; But heinduſin; 
ouſly indeavours to conceal it from 
his Readers, and to impoſe upo 
them by the ambiguity of thc 
Word Phantaſm. Let for a Re 
ſerve, in caſe he ſhould be toc 
* Scio fuiſſe Philo- hard P reſſed, he 89 = 72 


ſophos quoſdam, eoſ- Us Aa Hint, that pot Alpectar 
> | e b erem: 
8 | ; £2110 den rec 


012 inf 
aud ab 
ſomine 
ſans re 
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n || bly Senſation may be demg; viros doffor, qui 
107 viz. 2 Verpara omnia Senſu 
) ſomething more, 5 V prædita eſſe ſuſtinue- 
vs | Power of Perception or runt XN * video, fi na- 
2 „„ %, tura Senſionis in rea- 
4 Conſe l ouſt neſs N ally _ one ſola collocaretur; 
he ¶ and eſſentially inherent N refutari poſſmt. 
he n of! Matter; only Sed «thi ex reactione e- 
15 „„ 1 te tiam corporum alio- 
* that 1 wanls 1 E * rum Phantaſma ali- 
s) ¶ cars and Memory of quod naſceretur, illud 
mine rs 47s tamen remoto obje= 
e expreſs 1 Go ſtatim ceſſaret: 
n ! Senſation - And * 1 mY ad 5 
. „ „ V, 5 % dum Motum imprel- 
ed that, 3 Man 2. if he ſum, etiam remoto 
lle · ¶ rere It uppoſed to have objecto, apta habeant 
no other 1 but See- Organa, ut habent A. 
2 f 45 3. a nimalia; ita tantum 
1 %, and hat It 0 or- ſentient, ut nunquam 
ave dere „ 4s that His Eyes ſenſiſſe ſe recordentur. 
yu — Senſioni ergo, quæ 
"Wrulzo ita appellatur, neceſſario adhæret memoria ali- 
ſtri un, &c. Hobbs Phyſ. cap. 25. Seck. 5. 


Itaq; & Senſioni adhæret proprie dictæ, ut ei ali- 
072 inſita fit perpetua phantaſmatum varietas ; ita ut 
ind ab alio diſcerni poſſit. Si ſupponemus enim eſſe 
ominem, oculis quidem claris cæteriſq; videndi Or- 
banis recte ſè habentibus compoſitum, nullo autem alio 
enſu preditum, eumq; ad eandem rem eodem ſemper 
Wcolore & ſpecie fine ulla vel minima varietate apparen- 
en obverſum eſſe; mihi certe, quicquid dicant alli, 
non Videre videretur . Attonitum eſſe, & fortaſſe 
Apectare eum, ſed ſtupentem dicerem, videre non di- 
erem: Adeo Sentire ſemper idem, & Non Sentire, ad 
lem recidunt. 1d, Ibid, - 02 were 
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were always immoveably fixed upon Mc 
one and the ſame Object, and That he | 
alſo unchangeable and without any ſha! 
the leaſt Variety; ſuch a Man could It l 
not properly be ſaid to ſee, but on. A. 
ly to be under au unintelligible kind of 
of Amazement : So all unorganixed For 


Bodies may poſſebly have Senſation thar 
or Perception; but becauſe for want 9 
; ten 


of Organs there 15 no Variety in it, 
neither any Memory or Means of ex that 
preſſing that Senſation, therefore to of 
Us it ſeems as if they had no ſuc 
Thing at all. This Opinion, I fay 
Mr. Hobbs mentions as poſſible 
But he does it with ſuch Heſitan 
cy, Diflidence and Sparingneſ 
as ſhows plainly that he meant i 
only as a Jaſt Refuge, or ratha 
Subterfuge, to recur to, when ht 


ſhould be preſſed with*the fore 


mentioned Abſurdities unavoidabl 


Conſequent upon the Suppoſitio Aſhar 
of Senſation. being only Figure all ment1 


w_ 


at 


* 
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Motion. And indeed well might 
he be ſparing, and, as it were, A- 


ſhamed of this Subterfuge : * 
it is a Thing altogether as abſurd, 


as even the other Opinion it ſelf, 


of Thought being mere Motion: 


For what can be more Ridiculous, 
than to imagine that Matter is as 
eſſentially Conſcious, as it is e 
tended? Will it not follow from 
that Suppoſition, that every piece 


of Matter, being made up of 


endleſſy diviſible parts, is made up 
allo of innumerable Conſciouſneſſes 


and infinite Confufon ? But tis 


a ſhame to trouble the Reader with 
ſo much as the mention of any of 


the Numberleſs Abſurdities fol- 
lowing from that Monſtrous Sup- 


poſition. Others therefore, who 
would make Thinking to be an 
Affection of Matter, and et are 
Aſhamed to uſe either of the fore- 
mentioned ways, Contend that God 
| 93 by 


2 
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by his Almighty and Supreme 


Power indues certain Syſtems of 
Matter with a Faculty of Think- 
ing, according to his own Good 
Pleaſure. 
to Nothing. For either our Idea 
of Matter, is a true Idea; or it is 
not. If it be a true Idea, that 
Matter is Nothing but a Solid Sub. 
ſtance, capable only of Divili ion, 
Figure and Motion, with the Ft 
fects of their ſeveral Compoſit tions; 
as it appears to Us, upon the bel 


Examination we arc able to make 


of it ; thenit is abſolutely Impol: 
ble for Thinking to belong to Mat 
ter, becauſe Thinking cannot poſſe 
bl; griſe from any Modification 
or Compoſition of any or all. 0 
theſe Qualities : But if any Man 
will ſay that our Idea of | Matter 
15 wrong; and that by. Matte 
he will not mean, as other N 


do, 2 Solid Subſtance, 2 
) 


But this alſo amounts 


cleare 


of T 


{ame 


dubſ 


Matt 
diſty 


| 


RN _ 8 oy God. I 9 9 


ly of Diviſion, Figure and Mott- 
on, with the Effects of their ſe. 
ea Compoſitions; but an un- 
known Subſtance, capable of 
Thinking and of numberleſs un- 
known Properties beſides; then 
he trifles only, in putting an am. 
biguous Signification upon the 
Word Matter, and making it 
mean the ſame as we mean by Sub- 
flance ; And in that Senſe to ſup- 
pole Thinking or any other A- 
Give Property poſſible to be in Mai- 
ach ter, as ſignify ing only a Subſtance of 
viſt which we have no Idea; would 
la make Nothing at all to the pre- 
ent Purpoſe in our Adverſaries 1 
10" Advantage, and is at leaſt Not 2 2 
ON clearer and more 1 ntelligible way 
Jar of Talking, than to Attribute the 
He ſame Properties to an Immaterial 
Hel Subſtance, and keep the Idea of 
len Mat ter 420 ite Properties clear and 
ony diſtinct. For J affim 4 
I „ 3 3dly: 
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Tf 3dh. That even ſuppoſing (in 


and Veil thele Mens confuſed way) that the 
lag were Soul was really not a diſtin& 


5 lun. Subſtance from Body, but that 


ter, yet Thinking and Willing could be, 
hoe and were indeed only Qualities or 
Liberty Affections of Matter; yct even This 
mA would not at all Affect the pre. 
Pr. ent Queſtion about Liberty, nor 
prove Freedom of Will to be an 
impoſſible Thing. For, ſince it 
has been already demonſtrated, that 


Thinking and Willing cannot poll 


bly be Effects or Compoſiti tions of 
Figure and Motion; Wholoever 


will make Thinking as: Willing 
to be Qualities or Affections of 
Matter, muſt ſuppoſe Matter capa- 
ble of certain Properties entirely 
different from Figure and Motion; 
And if it be capable of Properties. 
entirely different from Figure and 
Motion, then it can never be proved 


from the Effects of Figure and 
Motion 


„ 4 
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ſtinct Properties muſt likewiſe be 


tend that the Soul is mere Matter; 


Operations of the Mind muſt All 


ſuppoſe Matter capable, not only 
of Figure and Motion, but alſo of 


and all other Operations of the 


Motion being all Neceſſary, that 
the Effects of other and totally di- 


Neceſſary. 


Mr Hobbs therefore, and his 4 ſhame- 
Followers, are guilty of a moſt u F. 7 
ſhameful Fallacy i in that very Ar- 2 | 
gument, wherein they place their aud his 
main and chief ſtrength. For El oy 
{uppofing Matter to be capable of 


Thinking and W illing, they con- 


and Knowing that the Effects of 
Figure and Motion muſt needs be 
all neceſſary, they conclude that the 


therefore be Neceſſary: That is: 
When they would prove the Soul 
to be mere Matter; then they 


other unknown Properties: And 


when they would prove the Will 
Soul 


A Demonſiration of the 


Soul to be Neceſſary ; then they de- 


_ veſt Matter again of all its Un- 
known Properties, and make it 


mere Solidity endned only with 


Figure and Motion, again. Where- 
tore, diſtinguiſhing their Ambigu- 
ous and Confuſed uſe of the Word 
Matter, they are unavoidably re- 
duced” to One of theſe two Con- 
ceſſions. If by Matter they mean 


2 Solid | Subſtance endued only 
with Figure and Motion ; then the 


Soul cannot be mere matter ; be- 
* lotus cauſe (as Mr. Hobbs himſelf * con- 
e feſſes) Figure and Motion can pro- 
præter duce nothing but Figure and Mo- 
wn red tion; and conſequently (as hath 
1 been before demonſtrated) they 
can never produce 10 much as any 

Secondary Quality, | Sound, Co- 

lonr,, and the like 5 much leſs Think- 
ing Ld Reaſoning : From whence 
it follows, that the Soul being 


Unavoidably ſomething Immateri- 


al, 
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al, they have no Argument left 


to prove that it cannot have a 


4 ower of Beginning Motion, which 


is a plain Inſtance of Liberty. But 
if, on the other hand, they will 
mean by Matter an Unknown Sub- 
ſtance, capable of Properties total- 
ly different from Figure and Mo- 
tion; then they muſt no longer 
argue againſt the Poſſibility of Li- 
berty, from the Effects of Figure 
and Motion being all unavoida- 
bly Neceſſary; becauſe Liberty 
will not conſiſt in the Effects of 
Figure and Motion, but in thoſe 
Other Unknown Properties of 
Matter, which theſe Men can no 


more explain or argueabout, than 


about Immaterial N The 
Truth therefore is, they mult 


needs Suppole Thinking, to be 


merely an Effect or Compoſion of 
Figure and Motion, if they will 
gie MF ſtrength to their Argu- 

ments. 
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ments againſt Liberty: And then the 


Queſtion will be, not whether God 


can make Matter think, or no; (for 
in that Queſtion they only trifle 
with a Word, abuſing the Word 
A latter to ſignify Subſtance in ge. 

neral z) but the Queſtion is, whe. 

ther Figure and Motion, in any Com- 
poſition or Diviſion, can poſſible Be 
Ferception and Thought: which (as has 
been before {aid) is juſt ſuch a Que- 
ſtion, as if a Man ſhould ask, whether 
it be Pollible that a Triangle ſhould 
be a Sound, or a Globe a Colour. 
The Sum is "this : It the Soul be an 
Immaterial Subſtance, (as it muſt 
needs be, if we have any true I. 

dea of Matter ,) then Mr. Hobbs's 
Arguments againſt the Poſſibility 
of Liberty , drawn all from the 
Properties of Matter, are idle and 
nothing to the Purpoſe - But if 
our Adverſaries will be fo abſurd 
28 to contend, that the Soul is no- 


T9 thing 


11 


ay 


þ 2G) 


www ia oo oa oa 0. e 


2 
X 
i 
C 


EF 


1 1 _ prawn 


Being and Attributes of God. 205 
thing but mere Matter; Then ei- 
ther they muſt mean by Matter an 


' unknown Subſtance indued with 


Active as well as Paſſive Proper- 
ties; which 1s confounding and 
taking away our Idea of Matter, 
and at the ſame Time deſtroying 


all their own Arguments again 


Liberty, which they have found- 


ed wholly on the known Proper 


ties of Matter : Or elſe they muſt 


ſpeak out, as they mean, that 


Thinking "wa Willing Ute: no- 


thing but Effects and Compoſitions 
of Figure and Motion; which I 
have already ſhown to be a Con- 


tradition in Terms. 


There are ſome other Arguments 


againſt the Poſſibility of Liberty, 


which Men by attempting to an- 
ſwer, have made to appear conſi- 


derable ; when really they are al- 


together beſide the Queſtion. As 
for Inſtance, thoſe drawn from 
the 


206 A. Denon ation 7 the 


the Neceſſẽ 5 ty of the Will's being de: 
termined by the laſt Fudgemtnt' of 
the Underſtanding , "Mea from the 
Tertainty of the Divine P reed Ccrence. 
Of the As to the former, viz : The 
Will be- Neceſſity of the Willis . deter- 
fi ary mined by the laſt Fudgment of the 
e Vnclerſtanding: This is only a 
ty the Neceſſity upon Suppoſition; that 
merit of is to lay, a Neceſſity that a Man Ne 
the as ſhould Will a Thing, when it is Ne 


=” _ ſuppoſed that he . Will it; O1 
juſt as if one ſhould affirm, that Ne 
every thing which Is, is therefore WI 
Neceſſary to Be, becauſe when it 4). 
Is, it cannot but Be, For tht fre 
laſt Judgment of the N Duderſtanding D 
is nothing elle but a Man's final 8 le 
Determining, (after more or leſs {tt 
Confideration,) either to Chooſe Dc 
or not to Chooſe a thing : ; that le 
is, it is the very ſame with the tr 
AS of Volition. But beſ⸗ des; Ca 


ſuppoſi ing the T Judgment ot, the o 


n= 
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Underſtanding was really a diffe- 
rent Thing from the Act of Vo. 
lition , and that the One Neceſ- 
ſarily produced the other; yet 
this Neceſſity of a Man's Wik 
ling to act according to his laſt 
| Fudgment, would at moſt even up- 
on That Suppoſition, be only a, 
Moral, and not properly a Natural 
Neceſlity ; that is, it would be 9 
Neceſſity at all, in the Senſe of the 
Oppoſers of Liberty. For Moral 
Neceſſity, is evidently confiſtent 
with che moſt perfect Natural Liber. 
ty. For inſtance ; A Man entirely - 
tree from all Pam of Body and 
Diſorder of Mind, judges it un- 

. reaſonable for him to Hurt or De- 
ſtroy Himſelf ; and, being under 
no Temptation or External Vio- 
lence, he cannot poſſibly Act con. 
trary to this Judgment; not be. 
cauſe he wants a Natural Power to 
do ſo, but becauſe it is abſurd 
2 and 
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and Miſchievous and morally Im- can 
poſſible for him to Choole to do ed 
it. Which alſo is the very ſame } can 
Reaſon, why the moſt perfect imf 
Ragonal Creatures, Superiour to | tort 
Men, Cannot do Evil; not becauſe i tro: 
they want a Mina Power to toll 
perform the Material Action; ¶ rect 
but becauſe it is Merally Impoſſible, the 
that with a Perfect Knowledge of beir 
what is Beſt, and without any Pe. 
Temptation 10 Evil, their Will beer 
ſhould determine it {elf to Chooſe dy. 
to Act Fooliſhly and Unreaſona- 1 
bly. I know, the Oppoſers of laid 
Liberty reply here, that there is Ned: 
no Difference be Natural and 
Moral Neceſſity; a Man free from 
all Pain of Body and Diſorder of 
Mind, being (they ſay) under a 
Natdrel Impoſſibility of hurting « or 
deſtroying himſelt ; becauſe nei- 
ther his Judgment nor his 1 ill with- 
out ſome — External to Both 5 
for- 


, 
* 


| 
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can any more poſſibly be determin- 
ed to any Action, than one Body - 
can begin to move without being 
impelled by another. But this is 
forſaking the Argument drawn 
trom the Neceſſity of the Wills 
following the Underſtanding, and 
recurs to the former Argument of 
the abſolute Impoſſibility of there 
being any where a Firſt Princi- 
ple of Motion at all; which hag 
been abundantly anſwered alrea- 
dy. | | Os BEET: . e : 
The other Argument which It: C. 
ſaid has alſo frequently been urg- ef 
. AT | . ne 
ed againſt the Poſſibility of Li- Fre. 
berty, is the Certainty f the Di- knowlge 
dine Præſcience. But this alſo rx 
is entirely beſide the Queſtion. with the 
For if there be no Other Argu- Zl 
- Sn Ne. ef Mens 
ments, by whieh it can be pro- Aion 
ved antecedently, That All Actions 
are Neceſſary; Tis certain it can ne- 
er be made appear to follow from 
"TP Pre 


210 


— alone, that they muſt be 
ſo. That is; if upon Other Ac- 
counts there be no Impoſſibility, 
but that the Actions of Men may 
be free; the bare Certainty of | the 


Divine Fore-Knowled ge, can never 


be Proved to deſtroy that Free- 


dom : And Conſequently the Cer- 
tainty of Preſcience, ſeparated 


from Other Arguments, 1s altoge- 


ther beſide the Queſtion of Lr 


berty. As ro the Other Argu- 


ments, uſually intermingled with 
this Queſtion : ; They have all, I 
think, been anſwered already : 
And now that, if upon other ac- 
counts there be no Impoſſibility 


for the Actions of Men to be free, | 
the bare Certainty of the Divith 


Fore-Knowledge can never be 55 
ved to deſtroy that Freedom; 


very Evident. For bare Fare 


knowledge, has no Influence at all 


in any Ref; — ; nor affects in any 


MNCca- 
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meaſure the manner of the Exi- 
{tence of Any Thing. All that 
the greateſt Oppoiers of Liberty 
have ever urged, or can urge, up- 
on this Head, 2 only to 
This; that Fre- Knowledge 3 
Certaimty, and Certainty implies Ne- 
ceſſety. But Neither is it — 
that Certainty implies Neceſſety; 
neither does Fore-Knowledge imply 
any other Certainty, than ſuch a 
Certainty only as would be equally 
in Things though there was no 
Fore- H. nowledge. pl 

For (18) the Certainty of Fore- 


Knowledge does not Cauſe the Cer” 


aint) of Things, but is it ſelf 
tounded on No Reality: of _ 
Exiſtence. Whatever Now Is, 


Certain that it is; and it was boy 


ſterday as certainly true, that the 
Thing would be to day, as it is Now 
certain that it Is. And this Cer- 
n of Event is equally the ſame, 
P 2 whether 


F. 


2x2 


ternity, 


all affect the Things to make them 
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Wilen it be ſu 


Thing could be 1 ore- known, or 
not. For whatever at any Time 
Is; it was certainly True from E- 
as to the Event, that 
That Thing would be : Agd- this 


Certain Truth of every future 
Event, would not at all have been 


the leſs, though there had been 
no ſuch Thing as Fore-Knowledpe. 
Bare Præſcience therefore has no 
Influence at all upon any Thing; 


nor contributes in, the leaſt to- 


wards the making it Necellary. 
We may illuſtrate this in ſome 
meaſure by the Compariſon of our 
own Knowledge. 
tainly that ſome Things are; and 


when we Know that they are, 


they cannot but Be: Yet'tis mani- 
feſt our Knowledge does not at 


more Neceſlary or more Certain. 


Now Fore-Knowledge in God, is 


the 


ppoſed that the 


We Know cer- | 
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s the very ſame as Knowledge. All 
things are to Him as if they were 
> I <qually preſent, to all the Pur- 
poſes of Knowledge and Power. 
t He Knows perfectly every thing 
s that Is: And the fore-knows 
© | whatever ſhall be, in the fame 
n Manner as he Knows what Is: As 
n I therefore Knowledge has no In- 
fluence on Things that are; ſo 
o neither has Fore- Knowledge, on 
z Thing that ſhall be. Tis true: 
b. BY the Manner how God can foreſee 
. 1 Things, without a Chain 
ic of Neceſſary Cauſes; is impoſſi- 
ir ble for us to explain : But ſo al- 
1. © fo are Numberleſs other Things, 
id Y which yet no Man doubts of the 
e, Truth of: And if there were any 
n: Strength in this Argument; it 
at F would prove, not againſt Libewey L 
0! but againſt Preſcience | it ſelf. Fo or 
in. it theſe two things were really in- 
1s conhiſtent, and one of them muſt 
he P 3 be 
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be deſtroy ed; the introducing anahb- 
ſolute 3 Fatality — 
evidently deſtroys all Relipia and 
Morality, would tend more of the 
two to = Diſhonour of God, than 


denying him a Fore-knowledge; 
which upon this Suppoution 
would be impoſlible and unplyia 


Contradiction to ſuppoſe him to 


have. But the Cale 2 thus. 


For tho' we cannot indeed explain 
the manner of God's torelecing 
the Actions of Free Agents ; yet 
thus much we know, that: the bare 


Fore.knowledge . «f any Action, 


that would upon all other AG 
counts be F ree, cannot alter or 


diminiſh that Freedom: : it being 


evident that Fore· knowledge adds 


no other Certainty to any thing, 


than what it would cqually have 


though there were no Fore-know* 


ledge. Unleſs therefore we be an- 
tecedently certain, that nothing can 


poſſibly be free ; and that Liber- 


ry 
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ty is in it ſelf abſolutely an In- 
conſiſtent and Contradictory No- 
tion; (as I have above ſhown 
that it is not:) bare Fore-know- 
ledge, which makes no alteration 
at all in any thing, will not be 
in any wiſe Incontiſtent with Li- 
berty ; how great Difficulty ſo 
ever there may be, in compre- 
hending the manner of ſuch Fore- 
knowledge. For if Liberty be 
in it ſelf poſſible ; The bare Fore- 
ſight of a free Action, before it be 
done; is nothing different (to 
any Purpoſe in the preſent Queſti- 
on) from a fimple Knowledge of it, 
r WW ben it is done: Both theſe Kinds 
g of Knowledge, implying plainly 
s a Certainty only of the Event, 
7, | (which would be the ſame tho there 
@ | were no ſuch Knowledge) and not 
at all any Neceſſity of the Thing. 
- For (2dly.) As Fore-knowledge 
n implies not any other | Certainty, 
f P 4 than 
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than ſuch as would be equally ir in 


Things though there were 10 Fore- 
Enowledge ; So neither does this 


Certainty of Event, in any ſort im- 
ply Nereſſiy. For, let a Fataliſt 
ſuppoſe, (what "rr does not yet 
grant, ) that there was in Man 
(as we aſſert) a Power of Begin- 


ning Motion, that is, of acting 


freely; and let him ſuppoſe for. 
ther, if he pleaſe, that thoſe AG. 


ons could not polſſibly be fore. 


known : Will there not yet, not- 
withſtanding this Suppolit tion, be 


in the Nature of things the lame 


Certainty of Event in every one 
of the Man's Actions, as if they 
were never ſo Fatal and Neceſſa- 
ry ? For Inſtance: Suppoſe the 
Man by an internal Principle of 


Motion and an Abſolute Freedom: 
of Will, without ary External 


Cauſe or Impulſe at all, does 


ſome particular Action to Day; 


and 
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and ſuppoſe it was not poſſible 


chat this Action ſhould have 


been fore-ſeen Jeſterday; was 


there not nevertheleſs, the ſame 
Certainly of Event, as ah it had been 


fore ſeen ? That is; would it 


nor, norwithſtanding A Suppoſed 


Freedom, have been as Certain 4 


Truth Yeſterday, chat this Action 


was in Event to be performed. to Day ; 


(though ſuppoſed never ſo impol- 
ſible to have been fore-known,) 
as. it is now a Certain and Infal- 


lible Huth that it is, performed ? 


Mere Certainty i of, Ewent_ there- 


fore, does not in any mea- 
ſure imply Neceſſity ; And conſe- 
quently  Fore-knowledge, however 


impoſlible to be explained as to 


the Manner of it, yet ſince tis e- 
vident it implies no other Certain- 
ty but only that Certainty of E- 
vent which the Thing would equal- 


y have without being tore-known, 
tis 


" 3 
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tis evident that Tt alſo implies no 
Neestlity:” 

And Now havin: Abel lone 


=! ſufficiently proved both the Poſli- 
bility and the Real Exiſtence of 


Liberty: I ſhall, from what has 
been fad on this Head, draw on- 
1y this One Inference; that here- 
by we are mabled to Anſwer that 
Antient and Great Queſtion, [15+ 
r x x0; What is the Cauſe and 
Original f Ezil. For Liber ty 
imply: ing a Natural Power of do- 


ing Evil, as well as Good; and 


the Imperfect 1 of: Fi- 
nite Beings making it poſſible 
or them to abuſe that their Li- 
berty to an actual Commiſſion of 
Evil; and it being Neceſſary to 
the Order and Beauty 
Whole, and for diſplaying the 
Infinite Wiſdom of the Creator, 


: thar there ſhould be different and 


degrees of Creatures, 


ALIA whereof 


of the 


rn 3 


| | 
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whereof conſequently ſome muſt 
be leſs Perfect than others; Hence 
there 5 ariſes a Poſſibility 
or Evil, notwithſtanding that the 
Creator: is infinitely Good. In 
hort, thus: All that we call: E- 
vl, is either an Exil of Iimperfecl- 
aon, as the Want of certain Facul- 
ties and Excellencies which other 
Creatures hade; or Natural 1 
45 Pain, Death, and the like; or 
Moral Eeil, as all kind of 2 ice. 
The Firſi of theſe, is not proper- 
ly an Evil: For? every Power, 


Faculty, or Perfection, - Which 


any Creature enjoys, being the 
Frec Gift of God, which he was 
no more obliged 10 beſtow, than 
he Was to way Being or Exiſtence 
it ſelf; 'ris plain, the want of any 
certain Faculty or Perfection in 
any Kind of Creatures, which ne- 
ver belonged to their Nature, is 
no more an Evil to Them, chan 

| their 
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1 never having been Created 
or brought into Being at all, 
could properly have been called 
an Evil. The Second Kind of E- 
vil, which we call Natural Evil, 
1s vitlier a Necellary C Conſequence 
of the former; as Death, to a 
Creature on whoſe Nature Im- 
mortality was never conferred; 
and then tis no more properly an 
Evil, than the Former: Or elle 
it is counterpoiſed in the whole 
with as Great or Greater Good; 

as the Afflictions and Suffering of 
Good Men; and then allo it is not 
properly an Evil: Or elle laſtly 
tis a Puniſhment ; and then tis a 

Neceſſary Conſequent of the Third 
and laſt ſort of Evil, viz. Moral 
Exil: And this * wholly from 
the abuſe of Liberty; whic 4 God 
gave to his Creatures for other Pur- 
poles, and which 'twas reaſonable 


and fit to give them for the Perfecti- 


| : | | 4 


tion 55 Only they, | contrary to 


Gods Intention and Command, \ 
have abuſed what was Neceſſary 
for the Perfection of the whole; 


to the Corruption and Nepravati- 
on of themſelves; And thus all 
Sorts of Evils have entred into the 
World, without any Diminuti- 
on to the infinite Goodneſs of the 
Creator and Governour thereof. 


XI. The Supreme C auſe and Au- Ty the 
thor of all Things, 'um$t of Neceſſity Supreme 
be infinitely Wiſe. This Propotr A Ib 
tion 1s evidently Conſequent upon f be 
thoſe that have already been pro- * 5 
ved; and They being eſtabliſhed, ay 
This, as admitting no further Diſ- 
pute, needs not to be largely in- 
fiſted upon. For nothing is more 
evident, than that an Infinite, Om. 
nipreſent, Intelligent Being, mult 
4 -. aw 


| 
| 
| 
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and — He who alone is Seer 
iſtent and Eternal, the Sole Cauſe 
and Author f all Things ; from 
whom alone all the Powers of all 
Things are. derived, and on whom 
they continually depend; muſt alſo 
Know perfectly all choſe Powers, 
that is, 2 Poſſ bilities of Things to. 
come, and what in every reſpect is 
Beſt and Wieſt to be done ; and 
having Infinite Power, can never 
be controuled or prevented from 
doing whathe ſo knows to be Fit - 
teſt: From all which, it mani. 
nifeſtly follows, that every Et- 
fect of the Supreme Cauſe, muſt 
be the Product of Infinite Wiſdom. 
More particularly: The Supreme 
Being, becauſe he is Infinite, muſt 
be every where preſent : And be- 
cauſe he is an Infinite Mind or In- 
telligence; therefore where- ever he 
Is, dir Knowledge Is, which is in- 
ſepam 


; 
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ſeparable from his Being, and muſt 
therefore be infinite likewiſe : 
And where ever his Infinite Know- 
| ledge is, it muſt neceſſarily have a 
Ful and. perfect Proſpe& of all 
things, and nothing can be con- 
cealed from its Inf} pection: He in- 
cludes and ſurrounds every thing 
with his boundleſs Preſence; and 
penetrates every part of their Sub- 
ſtance with his All- ſeeing Eye: 
So that the inmoſt Nature and Eſ- 
ſence of all things, are perfectly 
Naked and Open to his View; and 
even the deepeſt Thoughts of In- 
relligent Beings themſelves, mani. 
teſt in his fight, Further, All 
Things being not only preſent to 
him, but alſo entirely Depending 
upon him; and having received 
both their Being it ſelf, and all 
their Powers and Fatulties from 
Him; tis manifeſt that, as he 
knows all things that are, by he 
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that is, A | 1 
For, being him- 

Self. Exiſtent, _—_ 


muſt likewiſe know all 
of Things, 
that Can be. 
ſelf only 
having Alone giver to all "Thing 


all the Powers and Faculties. — 

tis evident He 
know periectly, | 
what All and Each of thoſe Pow- 
which are deri- 
wed wholly from himſelf; can poſſi- 
at one 
boundleſs View, all the Poſſible 
Compoſitions and Divitions, Va- 
riations and Changes, Gen | 
ces and Dependencies of Things; 
all their poſſible Relations one to 
another, and Diſpoſitions or Fit 


are indued with; 


muſt of Neceſſit ty 
ers and Faculties, 


bly 8 And Seeing 


neſſes to bean and relp ective Ends; 3 
He muſt without Podbiliry: 


and Popereſt in every one of the 


Infinite Poſſible Caſes or Methods 


and under- 25 


of Diſpoſing Things; 


of 
Error, know exactly what is N 


tand 


B 
ſtan, 
Dire 
brin 
be 1: 
Beſt 
is v 
dom. 
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monſ 
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ſtand perfectly how to Order and 
Direct the reſpective Means, to 
bring about what he ſo . to 
be in its Kind or in the Whole the 
Beſt and Fitteſt in the End. This 
is what we mean by Infinite Wif- 
dom. And having before ſhown, 
(which indeed is alſo Evident of 
it ſelf,,) that the Supreme Cauſe is 
moreover All Powerful ; 1105 that 
He can no more be prevented by 
Force or Oppoſition, than he can 
be hindred by Error or Miſtake, 
from Effecting always what is 
abſolutely Fitteſt and Wiſeſt to 
be done: It follows undenia- 
bly that he is aFnally:\'and. effeOin- 
ally, in the- Higheſt ind moſt-com- 
plete Senle, bo itely Wiſe 5 and 
that the Worl , and all Things 
therein, muſt be and are Effects 
of Infinite | Widom. 1 This 18 Dr 
monſtration 4 priori. The Proof 
a poſteriori, of the — * 


e — | wy | bi 
Works; is no leſs ſtrong and un 
deniiable-: But I ſhall not inlarge 
upon this Argument; becauſe it 
has frequently hot been ACCU. | 
rately and ſtrongly. urged, to the 
everlaſting thame and o confiiche bf 
Atheiſts, by the ableſt and learn. 
edeſt Writers both of Antiene An of Ni 
Modern Times. I ſhall here ob-: ¶ for th 
ſerve only this One Thing: That Juices 
the Older the World grows; and I Veins 
the deeper Men inquire into tacles 
Things, and the more Accurate ſo mu 
Obſervations they wake, and the I} i» bis 
more and Fun Diſcoveries they diſcov 
find: out; the ſtronger this Argu- and m 
ment continually grows Which able ?, 
is a certain Evidence of its being the Be 
founded in Truth. If Galin ſo q wiſe C 
| p_ Ages ago, could ſind in the World 
Ooaſtruction und Conſtitution! 4 Follow 
the 


of the Heart aft Brain, the Uſes 
Jof Numberleſs Glands ys Valves 


Being and Attributes 
the parts of a Humane Body, ſuch 
undeniable marks of Contrivance 
and Deſign; as forced him Thew | 
to acknowledge and Admire the 

Wiſdom of its Author: What 
would he have ſaid, if he had 
known the Late iſcaveries: i in A- 


natomy and Phy ick, the Circulati- 
on of the Blood, the exact Structure 


for the Secretion and Motion of the 
Juices in the Body, befides ſeveral 
Veins and other Veſſels and Recep- 


acles not at all known. or imagined 


{> much as to have any Exiſtence; 


In bis Days; but which Now: ai 


S 160 ſerve the Wiſeſt 
and moſt exquiſite Ends imagin- 


able ?, If the Arguments againſt 


Ithe Belief of the Being of an All. 
J viſe Creator and . of, the 


World, which Epirurus and his 


| Follower Lutretius drew from the 


. g 


2 2 Fauls 


F God, 2 27 


= » = hs 


Aten Find in . F Hike and 0 
ſtitution of the Earth, 
Poor and Incenfderable "that 
even in that Infancy 'of Nattral f 


or 


were 0 


Philoſophy the Generality 
Men, — and deſpiſed 


ö ckeln as Het no force: How | 


would they have been Al. 


med, 48 they had lived in thee þ 


Days ; ; when thoſe very things, 


: which they thought to be Faults | 
and Blunders in the Conſtitution 


2 ” . 


of 370 are diſcovered to be 
very uſe 


Being of the Whole? And, to 


mention no more: If Tully, from 
the partial and very ierten 
Knowlege in Aſtronom Which 


% 


His Times afforded, could be 
o confident” df the Heavenly 
Bodies being Diſpoſed and Moved 
a by a — 1181 Underſtanding 


Mind 


ul and of exceeding Bene 
fit to the Preſervation and Well. 


— ww 
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Mind, as to Declare, that in his 
Opinion, whoever. alſerted | 
contrary, was himſelf? * 


Void of all Under: * Celcitem exgoadmd 


4 rabiem of . 
ſtanding: What wou d een 


He have ſaid, if he tiam, ex qua conſer- 


had know che Modern vatio & falus omnium 


+, omnis oxitur, qui va- 


Diſcoveries. in Aſtro- gare mente putat, is 
nomy ? The Inmenſe., ipſe mentis expers ha- 


bendus eſt. De Natu- - 


Greatneſs of the World; 74 Deorin, 12 
(I mean of that Part 
of it, which falls under our Ob 
ſervation D) which is Now. known 
to be as much Greater than what | 
in his Time they imagined | it to 
Be, as the World it ſelf, accord- 
ing to their Syſtem, was Greater 
han Arebimedes's Sp here? The 
Exquiſite Regularity of a1 the Planets : 
Motions, without Epicycles, Stati- 
ons, Retrogradations, or any other 
Deviation or, Confuſion. whatſo- 
ever? The. bags Ll Nicety of 
the Adjuſtment, of the FR 
Q3 Ver 
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Velocity 


nets, 


wonderful Fropo 


and Original Direction 
of the Auma Motion of the Pla- 
with their Diſtance from 2 
the Central Body and their foro 
of Gravitation une it? The 
We rtion of the Diur- ; 
zul Motion of the Earth and other 

Planets about their own Centers; 
for the Diſtinction of I. 
Darkneſs, without that monſtrouſ. 
ly diſ >roportionate \ Whirli 


Whole Heavens, 
tient ARtrofomcrs were forced to 


which 3 An- 


{v1 1 poſe ? The exact Accommodating 


b Plant ee 
fere ſunt, 


diametrorum. apparen- 


tium applicatæ ad dia- 


metros veras, hoc eſt, 
reciproce ut diſtantiæ 
Planetarum a fole , 


ductæ in radices dia- 


metrorum apparenti- 
am. Collocavit igitur 
Deus Planetas in di- 


ut radices | 


the * Denſities of the | 
| Planets, 


to their Di- 
ſtances from the Sun, 
and conſequently to 


the Proportion of | 
Heat which each of 
them is to bear re- 


ſpectively ; ſo that 


verſis diſtantiis a ſole, ut quilibet pro gradu Jef tatis, ca- 
Jore ſolis majore vel minore fruatu, Newton.“ Princip: 


Lib. 2; Prop. 8. 


neither 


ight and 
ing of the 


our ] 
Centei 
its M 


ſame 


degre 


-- 


ee bros d 


FP 


ſcen to 19000 about their're 
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ither The fe Which" are 
to the Sun, ate deſtroyed by the 
Heat; Hot Thoſe which are far- 
theſt off, by the Cold; bur each 
one en} ys a Tempe Ature ſuited! 
to its xp Uſes, as the Earth 1s 
to ours? The Admiruble Order, 
Number an Uſe Aae of theſe 
veral Mons, , (as ma) very proper- 
ly call 9 10 never 1 — of Lobby 
chan „ bat Now' by the Help 
lt and diſtinciß 


+ > ©. » 


Planets; and whole Motions are d 
actly Known, that their very E. 
cli ples are as certainly calculated 
and foretold, as thofe of our o] rr 
Moon? The ſtrange Adju ftment of 5 
our Moon's * Motion About its own 
Center once in a Month, with 
its Motion about the Farth i in the 
ſame Period of Tithe, to ſuch a 
degree of Exactneſs, that by that 


Q a means 


232 A Dt Wees 11 * 8 E 
Mane the ſame Face is always C 
verted to the Earth without „ 
Senhble Variation? What, I fy | = 
would Tully, that great Maſter or. 
Reaſon el thought and ſaid. co 
if theſe and other Newly Diſco. de 
vered Inſtances of the Unexpreſ- ye! 
ſible Accuracy and Wiſdom of the an 
Works of God, had been found #- 
out and Known in His Time? y 
Certainly Athciſm , which Then 1 
was infinitely unable to withſtand g 
the Arguments drawn from this I 
Topick ; muſt Now, upon the N 


additional Strength of theſe later ne 
Obſervations, which are every 1 # 
one an unanſwerable Proof of "the «co 
mcomprehen{;ble Wiſdom of the Ml 7 
Creator, be utterly aſhamed to ar 


ſhow its Head. We Now ſee 0¹ 
with how great reaſon the Au- 
thor of the Book of Eccleſiaſticus, 
" 197 he had deſcribed the Beanty | 


of- 


* 


Being and Attributes of 
of the Sun and Stars, amd all the then 


Viſible Works of God 1 in Heayen 
and Earth, conluded, ch. 435 


2. 32, (as "We after all. the. Bil 


coveries of later Ages, may 0 
doubt ſtill truly fay,). Th here are 
jet hid greater things than, theſe, 
174. we laue wo ee Ph; 4 Joe ns oe 
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neſe, Juſtice and Irusb, and all 0- 
1 Mora! Ferfeclions; - -L uch as Be- 


are . . of Things 


one towards another, Is a8 certain 


as that there are Different Things 
in the World : That from theſe 


Different Relat tions of e t 


Thin 65 
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XII. Lak — 9 ns The Fu- 
Ja, Author . "all. Things, muſt of!" 
| Neceſſity be a Being of Infinite Good- of all 


5 ly 
come the Supreme Governour and Good, 


Judge f the | World. That there * 
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2 Z 5 oWf Demon firation my the 


1. there neceſfitily ariſes ag 

reement or Diſagreement of fo me 
Thing 8 to others, or a Fi tmneſs” or 
rb. of the Application 'of 
Different Thin gs or OR Re- 
lations one to another ; Ke. 
wiſe as certain, as that Thees 4 
any Difference iff the Natute '6f 
Things, or that Different Things | 
do Exiſt. Further, that there is 
a Fitneſs or Suitableneſs of certain F 
Circumſtances to certain 7 erſons, 
and an Unſuitableneſs of Orkiett, 
Founded in the Nature of Things 
and the Q. Qualifications of Perſons; 
antecedent to V il and to all Ar. 
bitrary or Poſi tive. br 1 
whatſoever ; muſt unavoidably be | 
acknowledged by every one, who 
will not affirm that tis equally Fit 
and Suitable, in the Nature and 
Reaſon of Things, that an Innocent 


Being ſhould be extremely and'eter- 
nally 


* Miſerable, as. that; it ſhould 
be Free from ſuch Miſery. There 
is therefore ſuch a Thing as Fix- 
neſs and Unfitneſs, eternally, ne- 
ceſſarily and unchangeably, iii the 
Nature and Reaſon of Thin gs. 


Now what theſe Relations. *f 
Things abſolutely and. Neceffarily 


That alſo 


Are in Themſelves; 


of all intelligent Beings; except 
Thoſe only, who Underſtand 
Things to Be what they Are not, 


that is, whoſe Underitand;n g ale | 
either very imperfect or very de- 


praved. And by this Underſtand. 


ing or Hnowledge of the Natural 


and Neceſſary Relations of Things, 
the Actions likewiſe of all Intellt- 
gent Beings are conſtantly Di- 
rected ; (which by the by is the 
true Garona and Tanne i of 
all Morality :) unleſs their Vill 


be | 


Appear. to be, to the Underſtanding 
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be corrupted by par ricular Later 
or. A Aﬀecion, or ſwayed by. ſome un⸗ * 
10 PET 6 and prevailing Luſt, 


of neceſlity have Infinite Knowledge 


and the. Perfection of IWiſdom:;. 10 


that tis abſolutely, imo 


ſhould Err or be in any re ſpeck 


Ignorant of the True Relations and 


Fitneſs or Unfitneſs of Things, or 
be by any means Deceived or Im- 
poſed upon herein: And fince 

he ; is likewiſe Self Exiſtent, Abſo- 


lutely Independent and All. Fomerful; j 
ſo that, having no want of any 


thing, tis impoſſible his Will 


ſhould be influenced by any wrong 
Aﬀedtion : ; and, having no Depen- 
dence, tis impoſſible his fas 


ſhould be limited by any Superi- 


our Strength : Tis evident, He 


mult 


iff — oi the: N 8 


The Su preme Caule therefore, and. 
Anti of all Things; lince (as 
has already been Proved) he, mu 8B 


= an er 40 God. 2 237 
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moe vecef ny 4351 i before ohh was 
conſiſtent with the moſt perfect 
Liberty, ) Do always what he 
Knows to be Fitleſt to be Done ; 
tliat is, Le muſt Act always AC- 
cbrding to the ſtricteſt Rules of 
Infinite Goollreſc, WL ftice and Truth, 
and all other Mora! PerfeGions. In 
Particular; The Supreme Cauſe 
muſt in che firlt Place be infinite- 
y Good; that is, he wuſt have 
= unalterable Biſp ofirion to Do | 
and to Communicate God or Hap 
pineſs : Becauſe being Himſelf ne. 
ceſſarily Happy in the Eternal 
injoyment of his own Infinite 
Perfectione, be cannot poſſibly 
have any other Motives to make 
any Creatures at all, but only 
that He may Communicate to 
Them IIis — Perfections; ac- 


cording 
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TIP cording t to e different Capacities, 


ariſing, from that Variety f. Na. 
tures, Which it wWas Fit for Infinite 
77 don, to produce; and accord. 
ing to their Uifferent Improvements, . 
arlling from that Liberty, which is 
eſſentially Neceſſary to ho Conſti- 
cation. of [meliget and ire 
Being "3 RP To muſt be Infi- 
vets Good, appears likewiſe fur- | 


ther . hence ; that being 


: Neceſſarily All. Sufficient, he muſt 
conſequently. be infinitely remogh: 

ed from all Malice and Enefy, 
and from all other Polſible 8 
ſes or Temptations, of doing Evil; 
which, it is evident, can only be 
Effects of W ant Ws, W 1 of 

Impa feclion or Depradation. A 
gain; The Supreme Cauſe and 
Author of all things, muſt in like 
manner; he infinitely Juſt: Be- 
cauſe che Rule . Equity being 


no- 


AN 


Being and Attributes of God. 239 
nothing: elſe but the Very Nature 
of Lbingn, and their neceſſary Re- 
lations one to Another; and the 
Execution of Fuſtice , being no- 
thing elſe but a ſuiting the C 
cumſtances of 'Things to the Qual 
fecations of Perſons,” according to 
that Original Fittieſs and Agreea- 
Hleneſs, which I have before 
ſhown to be Neceſſarily in Nature; 
Antecedent to Will and all Poſi- 
tive” Appointment Tis evident 
that He who Knows perfecily this 

Rule of Equity, and neceſſarily 
| Jade es of Things a they Are; j 

who has complete Power ty Exe-' 08 

cute Juſtice according to that 

| Knowledge, and No poſſeble Temp. 

lation to deviate in the leaſt there- 
from; who can neither be in 
ſerl upon by any Deceit, nor ſway* 
ed'by * Byaſs;'\ nor awed by any 
Power; muſt of Neceſſity do al. 
ei J 5 ways | 


4 


\ 


os 2 Demo nſtration of- F be wth 
ways that Which; is Right ; with» / 
out Iniquity, and without Fart 
lity; without Prejudice, and 
without Reſpe& of Pexſobs. Laſts. 
ly; That the Supreme Cauſe and 
Ambar of all things, muſt . 
True and Faithful, in all his De | 
_ clarations and all his Promiſes ; is 
moſt evident: For the only Poſlt- 
ble Reaſon of Falſifying, is either 
R aſbneſ. s or  Forgetfulneſs, Incon- 


. or r Janpotenty; Fear of Evil. 
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of Hope of Gain: From 
* all which, an infi- 


y Wiſe, "All uffice- 


ent and Good Being, 


muſt of Neceſſity be 


infinitely removed; and 


conſequently, as it is 


impoſlible for him to be 


decerved” Himſe elf, ſo * 


W is it poſſi ble for Him in a- 
* wiſe to deceive Others. In a 


Word; 


00 
N 1 1: 1 


me 


8 Cauſe 17 
Thi „ annot be 1 

Rei a It l undeniably, 
chat he m mult of Neceſlity... 
Being of Infinite Godaneſs 7 
aud ruth, and af! other ) Or 


e 
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Jo this Argumentation « a priori, 
there can be oppoſed but one Ob- 
jection that I know of, drawn on 


the contrary 4 poſteriori; from Ex- 
perience and Obſervation of the 
N Diſtributions: of Provi- 
R dence 


J l 
| ? 
th 
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* "M Don } hin 1 hy” 8 
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beides the” jut Vitdi 


Wiſdom and e 01 hi | 


_ dence in its Diſpenſations eben 
N * care 'prefent'\ orld 
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of 4 Mr mel Portions 0 of iis 
Diſpenſations, but from an Eil. 
tire Conſideration of the Whole; 


and conſequentiy not only the” 


ſhort Duration of this. preſent 


State, but moreover All that is 


paſt and that is ſtill to come, 


muſt be taken into the Obſerva- 


tion: and Then every thing wil 
elearly appear juſt and right. 


From this Acbount of the Mo- 


rat 


* * 
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| ho Ci i Platarch and 15 Her . 


inter 
QUE 


| = Hon (he ABT 
1d 8 ly the Exerciſe of = 
his Marat Attbites cannot be fait fare 
5 W Se ne tes con- 
Ell ry,” | ry 
Y as 1% Ehiftence? An dvith "ole 
Are Neceſſary z 3 vet chele e wi ww 
4 kihu utes are really and. are 
| 1 50 by. fach a Neceffity, 


be not at all i Moon 


as, 
ha with Li therty erty, © yet 1 18 ual. 
85 0 1 1o ald an 25. 1 


backs upon as un oh Ex. 
ner © (tt, or the Eternity 6 0 


| G8d:⸗For though nothing 1 18 more i 


Certain (as haf been already Pro 
we In i Ninth Propo ſition, o of this 
Diſcontſe.Y than that God Acts, 
not nece arily, but 2oluntarily, with 
particular. intention and defign, 
knowing that he does Good, and 
intending to do fo, freely and 
out of?! ice, and When he has 

| R 2 no 
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Good; ſo that the Di. 
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is under no Necs Sn, 
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ers and 80% 


ver Then tru] 57 1 te ly 
1 fort 300d aof to do, b te 55 
A e Man 
Fa Actril utes require him toda; if 
he Was really, not a Free, 
Necellary Agent. And the. Rer 
ſon "hereof = Fl plain; : .., Becauſe 
Infinite Know edge, Power, TR 
Goodneſs in Conjunction, may, 
notwithſtanding the moſt perfect 
Freedom and Choice, Act with 
altogether as much Certainly, And 
Dnalterable S reddineſs : ; as even the 
Neceſſity of Fate can be ſuppoſed 
to do: Nay. they cannot poſſibly 


bat 


as to E Deveſt himſelf of the Other: 


Ag r khn ene 
Wer, and Goodneſs, can no more 
Clicoſe to A contraty to theſe A 


be Twas a; 50 rene be 44 eakneſs, ; or 
Gooclne s) M its So that Free Cboige,, 
ſuch #Being, mey be as Corll 
a Prifitiple of Arion, "a Das the Ne- 
ceſfity* * Coat N Wy theres 
fore as certainly and infillibly rely 
upon the Moral, as upon Uie Na- 
ral 1 ttributes of God: It be 
ing as abſolutely impoff ible” for 
Him to Act contrary to the One, 


And as much a Coachee, 


to ſuppoſe him choof! ng” to Do. 
any ching Inconſiſtent" with” bis 

juſtice, Goodneſs and Fruth; 

to ſuppoſe him deveſted of Infigh: 2 

ty, Power, or Exiſtence. The 

One is contrary to the Inmadiate . 

and Abſolute Nerd ty of his Nature; 


R 3 The 


AS 


*: 


| Git Lof has 1 ll bd. The | ©. ; : N | 
it {elf an Immediate  Contradihign 
in the Terms ; The other is. n er 
preſs Contradidtion to: the Ne eceſſar 


Perfections of the Diviue | Nalin: 1 


To ſuppoſe the One, is laying ab- 
e that Something: 1 at;ghe 
ſame Time that it ts not 4 ſup- 


lar Not Goo? 2 to 7 


qually Great, 


All which, are e 


equally Manife Js Ablarditice. F his 1 
humbly conceive, is a very Inte] ligi- 
ble Account of the Moral Attributes 
of God; ſatisfactory to the Mind, z 


and without 8 and Con- 


fuſion of Ideas. might have 


ſaid it at once, = the Truth 


moſt certainly is,) that Juſtice, 
| Goodacls, and all the other Moral 


Attri 


are fully convinced that ales ey | 
one Eternal, Neceſſary, Infinite, and 
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— mm the like. Ht | 
all "Abheiſtical Peron, 10 


1eeds; be in the Univerſe, ſome 


All- po- erful Being; will ſtill With 
ee Obſcinacy contend; 


chat they can by no Sa + ſee any 
neceſſary Connexion of 200d nels, 


Juſtice, or any other Moral Attri- 
bute, with theſe Natural Perfecti- 
herefbre I choſe to indea- 
voun to Demonſtrate the Moral 
Attributes by a particular Deducti- 
on, in the manner I have naw Done. 
_2dly.; From hence it follows, Of the 
that — God is a moſt per- EP, ED 
fectly free Agent, yet he cannot Join al- 
but do always what is Beſt and” = 
Wiſeſt in the Whole. The Rear) 207 EE, 


. is evident: 5 Becauſe Perfect Fitteſt 7 
r R 4 Wil- the wb ” bole 


yy dy 452 Ceuen reifte of 
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ind U ed with the moſt perfect L 


cContradickion to Wiſdom: and 
Y Gbbdgefs thana Neceſſary Being 
can Act conttaty to the Neceſſity, 
by Which it is acted: It being ag 
great an Abſurdity and Impeffbil. , 
lity 7 Choice, for Infinite Wiſdom 
to chooſe to act Unwiſely, or In- 
finite Goodneſs” to 
not Govd ; as it is in Nature, for 
Adige Neeeſſity to fail of pro- : 
ducing*ts neeeſſary Effect. There 
was indeed no Neceſſiety in Nature, 
that God ſniould at firſt Create fach 
Beings as hehas Greated, or indeed 


any Being at all; "becatle: He is in 


Himſelf infnitely Happy, Aid 
All. ſufficient:: There was alſo no 
e < 272 Nature: that he ſhould 
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nd tely Wile and Good Being, 5 


0 Chooſe to act in | 


:hoole what is 
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as he Was before melee Cre tion 
God, . Fre Wiſdom 
thould daun Infinite Good- 

Communicate it ſelf * 
therefore it was Naceſſary ( in the 
FN it an now ſpeaking 
ar beit ime; and continued 4 
long, and ind ede mates various 
Pertections in ſuc 
Infinite Wiſd 


they be c And . — w 
% Things are in Bein ng, the ſame 
Moral Perfe@ions male ir it Neceſla- 
ry, the thay ſhould be ee 
<< aid; and: 3 bl Lien of 
Eternal 2 ' Goodneſs and 
401.4 Truth; 
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infinitely Wiſe Being, canno 
42 — them to be what they 
are, and judge always rightly con- 
. the ſeveral Fitneſſes or Un- 
fitneſſes of them; and an infinite 
Jy Good Being, xa mot but chooſe 
to act always according to this 
Knowledge of the reſpective bat - 
neis of Things: : It 2 as truly 
L ble for ſuch a Free Agent, 
a8 is abſolu itely capable of being 
Deceived or Deptaved, 10 Chaaſe, 
by: acting contrary to theſe Laws, 
ta deſtroy its on HFerfectionsʒ às 
for Neceſſary "= ableito 
deftroy its on Being. 
Of the 34h. From hence ir. follows, 
Impoſbi. that thou gh God is both Perfect- 
oy 7 I Free, and alſo Infinite ly u 
. erful, yet he cannot Poſſibly 
| any Thing that is Evil. The ner 
Z ON 
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he. NET, to — 2 7 fo 
neither can it Extend to Moral 
Sanne Which imply 5 
2 ot ſo ic other | 
by es, as ncceſſarily belonging o 


Haw ally ſhown, that Juſtice, | 


rily N God g oven as n ell, 
as Power and Underſtanding, and 


Knowled ge of the Naum of 

Things: "Tis therefore as; Impoſſi· 
ble and Contradictory, to fo uppoſe 
bis Will Toould, Chooje: to Do any 
thing contrary to Jjuſtice, Good- 
neſs or Truth; as that his Power 

ſhould be Able to Do any thing 
inconſiſtent with Power. Tis no 


Diminution of Power not to be 
able 


ine Nature, as Power TT 


ue to Do- things — id 
Objee "4 O Power And tis in lik 5 
Mon no Diminition N * 
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That Li- Athlyi BY F To 1 le de It Vo 10 
ls that. Liberty, proper 7 belag 
felf an is not in it ſelf an Imperfection, 
| _—_ but a Perfection. For it is in the 
aw og higheſt and completeſt degree, in 

Eier. Ged Himſelf; Every Act, wherein 
8 he Exerciſes any Moral Attribute; 
as Goodneſs, Juſtice or T N . 
proceeding from the moſt perſect 
Liberty and E reeſt Choice; with- 

out which, Goodneſs would not 

be Gdodnels, nor Juſtice al d 
Truth any Exeelleneivs; theſe 

things, in the very Idea l For- 

mal 3 of them, utterly ex- 


e All * It has in- 
| deed 


\ 


Sn nd Miſtry = e Nin ene All 
ſpeak regie du nos Liberty 
char expoſes; us to Miſery | : 
bur, only the Ab He”. of _ er 
ry. !, Tis True; Li ty makes 2 
Met ol Sin; and ante. 
liable to Miſe ry N either 
* -Liberey 122 bir de chat 
will ay every thing is an T 
| Scion bye{the! Abuſe*6f Wiek A 
Creature may become more un- 
happy, than if God had hever gi: 
ven it that T hing at all; mut 
ſay that à Stone is me rex 
oiled; and 
Man, becauſe it is not cap ble of 
making it ſelf miſerable, . as Wil, 0 


perfect Creature than 


is: And by the ſame Argument, 5 5 5 
Reaſon and Knowledge, and ed 
ry other Perfection, nay even i 


ſtence 


of the from Choi ing, 


Cvrea- 


e ee of, That, with 
out W which no Creatures could; & 
happy, is the alone Czuſe of th 

Mulery : = But 28 for Liber 0 5 


ſelf, iris a great Perfection: And 


the more Perfect any Creature is, 


the more > Perfcer is its Liberty | 
rfecteſt Liberty of all, 


is ſuch a” Liberty, as can never 
by any Ignorance, Deceit or br 
ruption, be by "ales or diverted : 


"5h per Object of Free! Choice, the 


Perfecti. dud 4g Good. 


ons of 5thly. From Mek it 9 | ; | 65 
that though probably no Rational 4 
2 Creature can be in a ſtrict Philo- 


Rationa! 


7 27 ſophical Senſe Impeccable ; yet we 
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Mm n their Unchange cab! 
1 in tlie Eperlaffin 
and Fnjoymebr” of their gt 
Good: Which 5; de 
Good" Angels, a tt of the Saifits in n the 
erer the fey : e 1224 * ITED - Grounds 
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"Lofty, 86; Witac"Hay Bret ag 7 
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the true Crdufic and Föundztient e 


of all Eterna Moral Obligations! a, 


is this; that the fame Reaſons, ae | 
1: : the forementioned neceſſiry 1 


on ] 
and Laws. 
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ſe ge 5 75 ing 750 8 that 8 


71 the Things. themſelves; 
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rence 5 
theſe ſame Reaſons, I ay, 


always: and nece | 
the Will of God; as harh 


beg ſhown; onght alſo confine 


to Mevermaine the- Will of all 


PPE kh Intelligent Beings 
And when they do not, then — uch 


Beings Setting up their own unfeca- 


ſonable Self- Will in oppoſit ion to 


the Nature and Reaſon of Things, 


endeavour (as much as in them 


lies) tomake Things be what they 
are not and cannot be; which is 

the higheſt Preſumption and great- 55 

eſt Inſolence imaginable ; an act- 


ing contrary to their own Reaſon 


and 


larily doe werde 3 
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and Knowledge; an attempt- 

ing to deſtroy that Order 

by which the Univerſe Subſiſts; 

and alſo by conſequence an offer- 
ing the higheſt affront imaginable 

to the Creatour of all Things, who 
himſelf governs all his Actions by 
cheſeRules, and cannot but require 
the ſame of all his reaſonable Crea- 
cures. They who found all Moral 
Obligations ultimately in the Will of 
God, muſt recur at length to the 
lame thing; only with this differ- 
ence, that they do not clearly 
explain how the Nature and Wall 
of God himſelf muſt be neceſſari- 
ly Good and Juſt, as IJ have en- 
deavoured to do. They who 
found all Moral Obligation only 
upon Laws made for the good of 
Societies, hold an Opinion which 
(beiides that it is fully confuted 
by what has been already ſaid con- 
cerning the eternal and neceſſary 
8 Difference 
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Difference of Things,) is moreo. 


ver ſo directly and manifeſtly con- 


tradictory and inconſiſtent with 


it ſelf, that it ſeems ſtrange it 
ſhould not have been more com- 


monly taken notice of. For if 


there be no difference between 
Good and Evil, antecedent to all 


Laws ; there can be no reaſon 


given why any Laws ſhould be 
made at all, when all things are 
naturally id To ſay that 
Laws are neceſſary to be made for 


the good of Mankind, is confeſſing 
that certain things tend to the 


good of Mankind, that is, to the 
preſerving and perfecting their 


Nature; which wiſe Men there- 


fore think neceſſary to be eſtabliſh- 


ed by Laws: And if the reaſon 
why certain things are eſtabliſhed 
by wife and good Laws, is be- 


cauſe thoſe things tend to the good 
of Mankind; tis manifeſt they 


Were 
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were good, antecedent to theit be- 
ing confirmed by 'Laws Other- 
wiſe, if they were not good, an- 
tecedent to all Laws; tis evident 
there could be no reaſon why 
ſuch Laws ſhould be made, rather 
than the contrary: Which is the 
greateſt abſurdity in the World. 


ment, I hope it is in the whole 
ſufficiently clear, that the Being 
and. Attributes all God, are to at- 
tentive and conſidering Minds, 
abundantly capable of juit 
Proof and Demonſtration; ar 
that the Adverſaries of God and 
Religion, have not Reaſon on their 
ſide, (to which they would pre- 
tend to be ſtrict Adherers,) but 
merely vain Confidence, * great 
Blindneſs and prejudice; when 

8 2 they 
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N D now, cht what 3 
been ſaid upon this Argu- cum. 
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they would have it be ewes 
that in the Fabrick of the World 


God has left himſelf wholly with- 
and that all the Ar- 


out Witnels ; 
guments of Nature, are on the 


fide of Atheiſm nd Irreligion. 


Some Men, I know, chene are, 
Who having never tuned heir 
Thoughts to Matters of this Na- 
ture, Think that theſe Things are 
all abſolutely above our Compre- 
benſion; and that we Talk about 
we know not what, when we dt- 
ſpute about rhelc Queſtions : But 
ſince the moſt conliderable Atheiſts 
that ever appeared in the World, 


and the Pleaders for Univerſal Fa. 


tality, have all rhought fit to ar- 


gue in this Way, i in their Attempts 


to remove the firſt Foundations 
of Religion; it is Reaſonable and 


Neceſſary that they ſhould be op- 


poſed in their own Way; it being 
moſt certain, that no Ar gumeRs 
tation, 
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tation, of What kind ſoever, can 
poſlibi be made uſe of on the 
"H tide of Errour, but may allo be 
uſed with much greater Advan- 
tage, on the behalf of Truth. 
2. From what has been ſaid on 
this Argument, we may ſee how 
it comes to paſs, that though no- 
: thing is fo certain and undeniable, 
as the Neceſſary Exiſtence of God, 
and the Conſequent Deduction of 
all his Attributes; yet Men, who 
have never attended to the Evi- 
dence of Reaſon and the Notices 
that God hath given us of Him- 
ſelf, may Eaſily be in great mea- 
N . ignorant of Both. That the 
three Angles of a Triangle are E- 
qual to two right ones, is ſo cer- 
tain and evident, that whoever 
affirms the contrary, affirms what 
may very cahly be reduced to an 
_ Expreſs Contradiction: yet who- 
cyer bend nor their Minds to con- ; 
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ſider it at all, may eaſily be igno- 
rant of this a0 numberleſs other 
the like Mathematical and moſt 1 in- 
fallible Truths. 


a 


ſelf, are {o many and fo obvious; 
in the Conſtitution, Order, Beau- 
ty and Harmony 'of the ſeveral 
Parts of the World; in the Frame 
and Structure of our own Bodies, 
and the wonderful Powers and 


Faculties of our Souls; in the un- 
avoidable Apprehenſions of our 


own Minds , and the common 
Conſent of all other Men; in 
every thing within us, and every 


ching without us; that no Man 


of the meaneſt Capacity and great- 
eſt Diadvantages whatſocver, 


with the ſlighteſt and moſt ſuper: 


ficral Obſervation of the Works 
of God, and the loweſt and moſt 
obvious attendance to the Reaſon 


3. Yet the Notices that God 
has been pleaſed to give us of him- | 


of 
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of Things, can be ignorant of 
Him, but he muſtbe utterly with- 


out exeuſe. He may not indeed 


be able to underſtand or be affect 
ed by Nice and Metaphyſical De- 
monſtrations of the Being and 


Attributes of God: But then 
for the ſame Reaſon, he is. obs 
liged alſo not to fer himſelf 


to be ſhaken and unſettled, by the 
ſubtle Sophiſtries of Hg. and 
Atheiſtical Men; which he cannot 


perhaps anſwer, becauſe he cannot 


underſtand; But he is bound to 
adhere to thoſe Things which he 
knows, and thoſe Reaſonings he 
18 capable to judge of; which are 
abundantly ſufficient to. determine 
and to guide the Practice of lober 
and conſi idering Men. 

4. But this is not all. God 
has moreover finally, by a clear 
and expreſs Revelation of Him- 
ſelf, brought down from Heaven 


by 
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wy by his own Son, our Bleſſed 
Loki: and Redeemer : and ſuited 
to every Capacity and Un- 

derſtanding ; put to Silence the Ig- 
norance of Fooliſh, and the Vani- 
ty of Sceptical and Profane Men: 
and by Declaring to uu Himſelf 
his own Nature and Attributes, 
has effectually prevented all Mi- 
ſtakes, which the Weakneſs of 
our Reaſon, the Negligence of 
our Application, the Corruption 
of our Nature, or the Falſe Phi- 
lolophy of Willen and Profane 
Men, might have led us into; and 
ſo Ks infallibly furhiſhed us with 
ſufficient Fino ledge: to enable us 
to perform our Duty in this Life, 


and to obtain our Happinels 1 in thar 
which is to come. But this ex- 
ceeds the Bounds of my preſent 
Subject, and deſerves to be hand- 
led in a particular Dilcoutle. N 
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